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Digests of Re 


LANDLORD AND TEN ANT — —_ The 
purchaser’s duty of inquiry from 
tenants as to details of their 
leasehold arrangement extends 
to multi-family as well as small 
properties, and failure to make 
such inquiry of a tenant charges 
the purchaser with notice of 
any prepayment of rent hon- 
estly made by the tenant to 
the predecessor landlord. 


—Examination of lease or inquiry 
by prospective purchaser from 
lessor does not discharge duty 
of inquiry from tenant in pos- 
session nor bar tenant’s claim 
of prepayment of the rent re- 
ceived. 


—Whether in case of multi-fam- 
ily building purchaser’s duty of 
inquiry from tenants extends to 
collateral interests of a lessee 
independent of his tenancy not 
decided. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Freund, J. A. D. rendered Jan. 5, 
1961. Appellate Div. Martinique v. 
Hull. For appellant — Richard E 
Cherin (Lieblich & Cole, attys) 
For respondents Roger Fried- 
r (Friedbauer & Friedbauer 


) 





Plaintiff is the assignee-pur- 
haser of a leasehold interest in 
a 55 apartment building. Defend- 
nts are tenants of one of the 
rtments under a five year writ- 
lease made in 1957 for a gr 
f $9,000 payable $150 
on the first day of eact 
The was made with 
ssor in title 
defendants prepaid the 
e rent for the ee term 
itiff sued for non 
t under the lease and de- 
1ts ASSE aes the defense of 
ing pla aintiff pur- 
to all defendants 
lessee. No inquiry was 
defendants by plaintiff 
before purchasing the leasehold 
interest. Defendants had sum- 
y judgment and plaintiff ap- 
arguing that (1) as trans- 
the leasehold interest 
] to the benefits 
covenants between 
and defendants 
covenant for 





sum oO 


i€ase 




























+i’ y ronnie 
Ulli S predece 


£ 
Ui 


ol 


tne 


payment of rent and 
it had a right, under 
i & Kantrowitz, 98 J. Eq 
to rely on the lease as writ- 





and was not required to mak 
y of each tenant as to the 
Outside the writ- 
rgued the prepay- 
therefore no bar 
was incon- 








by the specific statu- 
n that the rights 










real estate v 
Survive the passing 
interest to an 
an illustr tion of 
that the assignee of 
takes subject to 

lid against his assi 
"2A: 25-1. While it 
pe boitomminl that the appli Oil 
-Y of these sections is limited by 


snalties inherent in our re- 


a-Vl1s 
















act, RS. 46:22-1 et seq., 
leases for a term ex- 


g two years, the statute re- 
that the prevailing pur- 
be bona fide in nature. An 
tial characteristic of 






na fide purchaser is his lack 


% Notice of the interest of the 
Morecorded party. It is long set- 
“fd that the purchaser of prop- 
ety has a duty to make inquiry 
“Sto the extent of the rights of 
“ay person in open, notorious and 
‘*Clusive possession of the prem- 

and that if this duty is not 
“scharged, then notice is imputed 
‘ he purchaser of all facts which 
* Teasonably prudent inquiry 








cent Opinions 


‘would have revealed. Inquiry 
made only from the lessor or 






ance on a written lease signed 








by the tenant does not discharge 
this duty of inquiry so as to pre- 
clude a tenant’s rights 

Plaintiff contends that by the 

















Feld case the duty of inquiry has 
been severely restricted, if not 
entirely eliminated, in cases in- 
volving a multi-tenanted office or 
apartment building. The precise 
holding, however, was that 
in such a Situation the pur- 
chaser would not be charged 
with “notice of any right, title or 
interest of one of the tenants, 
beyond the right of tenancy”, in 
hat case an alleged option to 
] a part interest in the 

y. That case is clearly dis- 

] defendants here 

rting any interest 


tenancy” 
for re- 
the precise terms of 
To apply Feld to 
would be 


right of 


the 
is, beyond a demand 


lition of 
LNelr tenancy. 
the instant situation 


to 











the general rule that 

on and occupancy by the 
amount to notice of his 

ice payment of rent and 

hat such prepayment honestly 
will protect the tenant 

ist further liability for such 






to the landlord and all suc- 















essors to his interest. There ap- 
be no sound reason for 
this rule depending on 
the size and character of the 
building. At least with respect to 
the details of a tenant’s lease- 
ngement, the purchaser’s 
ry does not vary with 
rT tenants Mpg ng 
1e rty. Whether the duty 
n extends to collateral 
ntere; yf a lessee independent 
is tenancy need not be and 

S yt here decided. 

Affirmed 


Opinions Approved For 
Publication 


January 3 to 9, 1961 


VOTE: ¢ es of the opin‘ons listed 


rch unty lau 
> bar may 


in any 


SUPREME COURT 
















In re Appeals of Kents 2124 At- 
naptte Ave. Inc. et als (A-23, de- 
‘ided January 9, 1961) 
ovtiekd judgments of State 
Div. of Tax Appeals denying ap- 
peals from 1956 ane 1957 Atlantic 
vit ax assessments which ap- 
pellants charged cnt the 
ommon level” although they 
> at less than full true value, 
remanded matters to Div. 
proceedings. Inspec- 
of s data discloses no 





le ratio = assessments of real 
assessor’s disavowed 
ess of specific ratio and 
total picture appears as hit-and- 
S product of years of inatten- 
but still the average ratio 
be fairly used as 
an individual as: 
hat is substantially above i 
absence of circumstances 
cating that the average should 
be modified for that purpose. 
Court disagrees with majority in 
Div. who thought record was de- 
ficient for want of separate proof 
as to valuations of land and of 
building as taxpayer’s burden is 
to prove that the total assess- 
ment of his improved parcel sub- 
stantially exceeds the ratio of 
assessment of real property in the 
taxing district. 








bea 








(Continued on page 3. col. 2) 


Governor Names Five 
Superior And Two 
County Court Judges 


Governor Meyner 1 has 






announc- 














The Role Of Law In International Affairs As 
Illustrated By The Eichmann Case 


by Professor Milton Katz* 


As I understand it, the subject | 
of this evening’s discourse has 
been presented to you as the 
Eichmann case. Now, let me say 
right at the outset that the Eich- 
mann case is packed full of emo- 
tion, drama and political and his- 
torical significance. In my view, it 
also happens to be interesting 
and to have long-range signific- 
ance from the point of view of 
law. I believe it is significant from 
the point of view of law in a 
double sense. 

On the one hand, as I shall try 
to show, it has implications for 





Workmens Compensation 
Directive 


| ADMINISTRATIVE DIRECTIVE 
NO. 7, 
Administrative 
7 and 7A) 


SUBJECT: Procedure Respect- 
ing Pre-Trial Calendars 

The Workmen’s Compensation 
| Board at its meeting of December 
BY? 
procedures respecting 


Directives Nos. 


ed, in accordance w the pro- 
vision for public not of judi- 
cial appointments contained in 
the State Constitution, that he 
will submit to the Senate the fol- 
lowing nominations: 

For appointment as Judge of 
the Superior Court, Leon Leonard, | 
presently Judge of the Atlantic 
County Court. 

For appointment as Judge of 
the Superior Court, Mitchell H. 
Cohen, presently Judge of the 
Camden County Court 

For appointment Judge of! 
the Superior Court, Klemmer 
Kalteissen, presently Judge of the 
Middlesex County Court 

For appointment Judge of | 
iy Superior Court, Ralp} Fus- 

, Of Metuchen, President of the 
Public Utility Commissi mn. 

For appointment Judge of 
the Superior Court, Arthur W.! 
Lewis, of Marlton. 

For appointment Judge of 
the Atlantic County Court, Paul | 
M. Salsburg, of Atlantic City, to 
succeed Judge Leon Leonard 

For appointment as Judge of 
the Middlesex County Court, John 


B. Molineux, of Metuchen 


Report Of Accident 
After 87 Days Held 
Timely On Facts 


The report by an insured to his 
liability insurer of an accident 87 
days after its occurrence was held 
to be within the policy require 
ment that notice be given the in- 
surer “as soon as practicable” un- 


qd 


der the facts involved in Home 
Indemnity v. Ware, U. S. Court of 


U 


Appeals for the Third Circuit, No. 
13323. The opinion by Ju dge Has- 
tie, with Judge Kaloc dissent- 
ing, was filed Dec. 28, 1! 360 


In the case involved named 
insured’s stepson, aged 16 years 
and not licensed drive an 
automobile, had on July 15 
stolen a neighbor’s car and been 


On Oct. 
were made 
nyone in- 
the accident, on learning 


involved in an accident 
10, before any claim 

against the stepson by 
volved in 





from an investigator from another 
insurance company that there 
might be coverage stepson 
under the policy, the stepfather, 
who was the named insured, im- 
mediately reported the accident 
to his insurer. 


The court below and the Court 





of Appeals held: th require- 
ment for “notice as soon as prac- 


ticable” under te p 


’ required 
no more than notice within a rea- 








sonable time in view of all facts 
and circumst anc f a given 
case, that the language the pol- 
icy with respect t overage of 
relatives of the named insured 
and non-owned automobiles did 
not make it clear coverage 
was extended to a relative driving 
a stolen automol nd that in 
fact the New York Court of Ap- 
peals recently split 4 to 3 as to 
whether the indentical policy 
provision here inv xtended 





such coverage, a 
sonable layman 
seeking automobile 
surance or in carryin 
surance or by reading 
think of or contempl 
coverage for a relativ 
stolen car. haekiae 
held that notice given as soon as 
the insured became aware of or 
was chargeable with knowledge 
of the possible coverage was not- 
ice within a reasonable time and 
within the policy requirement of 
“as soon as possible”. 








the policy 
ate possible 
> driving a 
the court 








calendars for all territories which 
have pre-trial lists: 


| 


one > of the larger problems which 
|confront the world today: how 


| far and in what way can disputes 


between nations be resolved 


through law? 


In another aspect, it also has 
considerable significance for law 
as law presents itself to practicing 
lawyers; law in the sense of the 
daily work of lawyers and judges. 


With your permission, in the 
few words I will say to you this 
evening, I should like to avoid any 
discussion of the Eichmann case 
in the political sense or in the 
dramatic sense or in the emo- 
tional sense. T’ll confine myself 
to the Eichmann case in the legal 
sense, because we are met here 
this evening under the auspices of 


| the Practicing Law Institute and 


AMENDED (superseding | 


because I think that perhaps in 
the long run some of the legal 
implications of the case may prove 


| to be no less enduring and poss- 


1960, approved the following | 


re-trial 
P lin the 


ibly more enduring than some of 
the others. 


I would like to begin very briefly 
by reminding you of the facts 
of the case. They are not very 
numerous nor very complicated. 
About six months ago, we all read 
newspapers that a man 


| named Eichmann had been trans- 


|ferred—and I 


| 1. Pre-trials are to be listed}. 
|numerically according to claim 
petition number with an assign- 
ment number affixed for each 


daily calendar in this same order. 


2. The notice of pre-trial which 
is mailed to the attorneys is to 
bear this assigned number. 

3. At 9:30 A.M. the Judge or 


+ 


Referee will call the pre-trial list 
in order of this assigned number 
Those attorneys present and pre- 
pared to proceed will have their 
cases marked ready. Respondents 
intending to invoke the 


26-week | 


rule will so indicate on the calen- | 


dar call and similar notation will 


be made where medical is incom- |} 


plete, 


disposition or marking of these 


so that the decision as to} 


cases can be made immediately | 


by the Judge or Referee. 


4. Prior to discussion of cases 
marked ready on the calendar 


call, cases already settled from the 
be 


previous pre-trial date will 
heard. 
5. Cases marked ready will be 


pre-tried in the order of the cal- 
endar call, insofar as practicable. 

6. As soon as a small group of 
cases have been discussed and 
are ready for disposition they will 
be heard and the discussions will 
resume on the remaining cases. 
This procedure will be repeated 
until the list is completed. 

7. Where attorneys have cases 
both on trial and pre-trial lists 
on the same date, the attorney 
may notify the Judge or Referee 
hearing the pre-trial list of this 
fact prior to the 9:30 A.M. call. 
The case will be marked “ready- 
hold” and upon completion 
the case listed for trial, the at- 
torney will return to the pre- 
trial hearing room and assume 
such position, following the 
“ready” cases, as is available to 
him at that time, without further 
penalty. 

It is required that at the 9:30 
A.M. calendar call, attorneys for 
respondents and petitioners must 
have all necessary information at 
their disposal so that the calendar 
can be properly marked to expe- 
dite disposition. 

This directive is effective Jan- 
ualy 11, 1961 and supersedes Ad- 
ministrative Directives Nos. 7 and 
7A. 

Thomas L. Franklin, 
Acting Director Division of 
Workmen’s Compensation 





~t 
Ol 


|agents of 


use the word 
‘transferred” because I am trying 
to be as neutral as possible—had 
been transferred from Argentina 
to Israel where he is going to be 
tried under an Israeli statute to 
which I will return in a moment. 

Now, the Argentine Govern- 
ment contended that officers and 
the Government of Is- 
rael had entered Argentina, had 


| kidnaped Eichmann and by force 


! Marshall 


had transferred him across the 
sea to Israei. 

There was another story which 
also appeared in the press at the 
time. I myself am not clear how 
far the Government of Israel 
tried to attach itself to the sec- 
ond story. At any rate, the sec- 
ond story was that a group of vol- 
unteers who had dedicated them- 
selves to tracking down and pur- 


suing to the uttermost ends of 
the earth, as the old civil law 
phrase goes, the perpetrators of 
some of the crimes during the 


Hitler period in Germany, had 
found that Eichmann had found 
an incognito refuge in Argentina; 
they had gone to Argentina as 
voluntee they had spoken with 
him and persuaded him voluntar- 
ily to board an ne and to 
go back to Israel them. 

If the 
should be 
problems whi 


ree 


airpla 4 
with 


second of the versions 
accurate, many of the 
1 I will discuss with 
you this evening wou'd not be 
involved in the case. For that 
reason, that is, because we want 
to be able to discuss all the prob- 
lems, I am going to assume that 
the first version of the story 
accurate; namely, that these men 
were Officers and agents of Israel 
and that they had kidnaped Eich 
mann. In the later negotigtions 
which the Government of Israel 
conducted with Argentina, I find 
very little evidence that they were 
insisting on the second version. 
It would seem fair to assume, at 
least for the sake of discussion, 
that the first version was accu- 
rate, that he had been kidnaped 
and had been transported by 
force into the airplane and across 
to Israel. 





(Continued 


on page 5, col. 








nized autharity 
chief of the 
Ambassador 
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DIGESTS OF RECENT OPINIONS fective condition of the handle : m cae 
saa and of the door itself are separate U. Ss. District Court Decision 

LANDLORD AND TENANT — The | shank came loose in her hand as | 29d unrelated conditions each re- DISCOVERY — DEPOSITIONS— , agent” contemplated by the Rule ics 
fact finder can infer that where a result of which she lost her bal- | (wring notice thereof as a pre- | pyostige s. Commartiont ear- general ps So aiae ae as 
a landlord knows a door has | ance and fell backward sustaining | "equisite to liability with respect| | io es Volkswagenwerk ing wheth ij t « ae 
icki injuri to the specific defect on which |P BP epag 6 — ee oe ee ee 

been sticking so that the handle the injuries sued upon. tan: sinten, i eee ee stri (V.W.) a West German corpora- “managing agent” under Rule 26 ha 
is subject to excessive Strain There was ample undisputed tion on the burden i He ig tion, and Volkswagen of America, are summarized in U. S. v. Mc- ro: 
everytime the door is used, he | evidence that for a long period of| 1. iord as a result of the com. | imc. (V.O.A.) a New Jersey cor- Allister, 24 F. R. D. 316. Nordhoff, off 
is under a duty to inspect the time the door had been extra-| : x, | poration and wholly owned sub- however, is a managing agent o: set 


interior of the handle to deter- 
mine the effect thereon, if any, 
of such unusual stress. 
—Where as a result of a known 
defect a latent defect develops 





















ordinarily hard to open; that | 


numerous complaints thereof had | 
been made to the landlord; that | 
he had promised to remedy the} 
condition; that in Sept 1957 the 























plaints made to him is arbitrary 
and unwarranted. The landlord 
was required to exercise reason- 
able care to so maintain the door 
that it could be safely used. Con- 


sidiary of V.W. for damages for 
alleged breach of contract. It has 
propounded to these defendants 
355 written interrogatories which 
have not been answered and has 








V.W. and top executive officer of 
V.O.A. 

While it is the general rule tha: 
a corporate officer should be de- 
posed at the place of his resi- 

















which was reasonably foresee- | |. in ‘y_|Sequently, the more and longer|"~"* —" 2 a 
vo gi ya ge ei ga landlord hired one Banks to in-/ +). door stuck, the greater and | 2180 served a request for admis- dence or where the business 0: 
‘ spect the door; that Banks planed aN : sions which has not been com- jj ration is conducted. the 
known defect, such latent de-. ; a F 2 more urgent became his duty to|*": is corporation 1s conducted, tn 
* d : it, which temporarily made the inspect the handle plied with. On Nov. 11, 1960 it peculiar cireumstances here in- 
fect is not a separate cause for door work a “little easier”; that served notice on the defendants yolved including the intercorpor- — -a! 
which the landlord is not lia- Banks recommended that a new The failure to maintain the/}tp it would ke their deposi- SPORT ag Ro ae 
: : F ; that 1t would take their deposi- ate relationship between the de- ~~ f¢ 
ble without separate notice, but) door be installed and that the|door in a reasonably prudent|tions pursuant to F. R. C. P. 26 fendants and the relationship o: 
merely a link in the chain of jandlord authorized installation|manner was found by the trial by Heinrich Nordhoff, an officer Nordhoff to each impels the cour: Go 
causation for which he is liable. of a new door but this was not|court to constitute negligence. It of V.W. and president of V.O.A., ria ae at eatin uae. mit 
—Held landlord’s negligent failure done because of an injury suffered | is not necessary that the particu-|Karl L. Barths and Manuel tive officer of both corporation But 
to repair sticking door supports by Banks. The door handle and/|lar consequences of his negligent|Hinke, both employees of V.W. may be required ri respond roan ad 
finding of liability for injury shank were put in evidence and|act or omission be foreseen in| in its export department. All three notice of depositions in behalf o: Inv 
sustained when door stuck and disclose so extensive a stripping | order to charge a tortfeasor with| are residents of West Germany. each. mas 
door handle pulled out. of the threading as to present| liability. It is sufficient if it be|The depositions were to be taken iis Parent an 
Digested from an opinion by | mute evidence of long and con-| foreseeable that some injury may|at the clerk’s office in Newark. ee eer sae nal 
Foley, J. A. D. rendered Jan. $,| tinued hard usage. result therefrom. The facts here|The defendants moved pursuant ee a _ ntible = mit 
1 iv. Mi . Pel- : P rive rise to g emissil i ely é co in 1evant ots Susceptiple oO: V 
1961. Appellate Div. ae © Pel Defendant, conceding notice of | &¥° vine oa oe inference to FRCP. 30(b) to vacate the Gicovery i dcoaan aaa v 
low. For appellant — Samuel A. g 43 ; that the failure of the handle was] notice of depositions on the ae ie lect: 
the stubbornly sticky door, con- Sn oe ; 1 positions t ance by him with the notice wil! jac. 
Larner (Budd, Larner & Kent and : ¥ ,_| the direct result of the burden im-| proynds of hardship and that the‘ ae Law 
tends that such notice was imma- ; Seppe esata ewe ee ne ae at tne pe deferred until the defendants | 
Hommell & Hommell, attys). For iatial atare it. was the bondic posed on it by the negligently | notice to depose in this District ; A 
; a ‘it oo ee maintained door. And, under the | j;; a t <<awan+ nave responded to the reques atic 
respondent — Emanuel A. Honig. | _ ayige ae , under the/is an unwarranted harrassmen eee latic 
Defendant appeals from a judg- which caused the injuries; that! circumstances, the trier of the|— ‘i ~"~ for admissions and answered thé we 
ment for plaintiff contending he this was a latent defect not dis- hints aka entitled in éemebks Held: Rule 37(d) requires a cor- interrogatories. This shall be done yoy, 
iho ig ; coverable upon reasonable inspec- Soaps Marae : Era porate party to produce a manag-  yithi vs res ivoly A os. 
was entitled to a dismissal as a : that the danger inhering in such]; : &~ within 10 and 30 days respectivel; Hi 
anther of iow : tion and of which the landlord negligent i en tas sc ing agent to depose in its behalf. Should the defendants not com- a 
ee had no notice, and so defendant | > . 7, |The record does not establish ply the court will entertain an rn, 
Plaintiff lived in one of the) ~ . , .. -{sonably foreseeable. So viewed,|, : ; pbecctpien |) NIN Eu 
apartments in defendant’s build- 2S entitled to a dismissa’ as 4) +n failure of the handle cannot that either Hinke or Barths fall’ application to require Nordhoff’s § sora 
ing. On Feb. 9, 1958, while leaving | matter of law. be regarded as the cause, or even within the category of “managing attendance in this District for jaw 
the premises through the com- Held: It is basic that a land-|a cause of the injuries, but rather |— — _ wees deposition discovery. Jo 
mon stairway and front door she| owner is called upon to remedy | is revealed merely as a link in the|the Board within the statutory Opinion by Wortendyke, Jr ry | 
grasped the handle of the front| defects of which he has notice] chain between defendant’s wrong- | Period. D. J., filed Dec. 29, 1960 in Reli- our 
door and attempted to pull the! or which he had an opportunity to} doing and plaintiff’s injuries. It Held: RS. 39:6-65 provides able v. World Wide, etc. Civil Nos Wi 
door open. The door remained | discover and remedy. is this inferable causal relation-|“. .. As a condition precedent to 132-59 and 554-60. Horace G. Davis Stat 
stationary but the handle and) while the trial court did not|Ship between the known defect] the right thereafter to apply for for plaintiff. Crummy, Gibbons & Fo 
— “| pase its factual determination on|in the door and the failure of}payment from the Fund, give O'Neill for defendants. oer ] 
a finding that the landlord’s duty the handle which distinguishes|notice to the Board .. .” within ae aE Do 
no embraced inspection of the in-|the case from those cited by de- | 90 days. Public Hearing On —_ 
bi terior of the handle, it is observed | fendant and renders lack of prior} The statute does not prescribe County and Municipal — 
3 that what a landlord is required | knowledge of defect in the handle|the method of giving the Board Contract Law and 
— to do in discharge of his duty of immaterial. The rationale of the} notice, so the mailing of notice by Ma 
4 inspection cannot be defined by}cases cited by defendant was|ordinary mail would be sufficient, PRESS RELEASE _ Jed 
FOR arbitrary rule but depends on the|that the latent defects causing|if received. The mailing is, of The C sy d Municipal Lav _Jos 
per annum circumstances known to him or} injury and of which defendants | course, not of itself proof of re- ~ geal baogg ine gy id 2 
ALL of which he is chargeable with| had neither actual or constructive | ceipt. i ity Commission pontiac : Mo; 
knowledge. It is common know-|notice, were not so related to} Im Delaware v. Neeld, 53 No J. ee eae on oe eae nine am 
compounded TRUST ledge that the stress on a door | Other defects of which defendants | super 63, ha sien with. the ques- proposed Com SHG WumeH Ho1 
handle is proportionate to the| did have notice as to charge them };; ‘red Hae ta the contracts law on Tuesday, Jan- © -yair 
quarterly FUNDS : : tion of required notice to the rv 17. 1961. at 10:30 a.m. in the’ -. 
——— degree of force required to open| With notice thereof. Division of Tax Appeals, the Ap- lg ake Teak Pe > Comn 
j lighilityv is “leoal] Sake ie i e ’ SE ati 
Funds Insured up to $10,000 the door. While not compelled to The essence of liability is “legal | pellate Division held that “Absent Trenton. The draft was prepared | auld 
by U. S. Govt. instrumentality do so, a trier of facts could legit-| fault” as it would be determined | a specific method by which a com- by the staff of the Commission 7 
: Neheielindhs it imately infer that where, as here,| by the rational thinking of the plaint or appeal may be ‘made’ or and was released publicly at the} 3 Cc 
Transactions may be handled by mai! | a landlord knows that the condi-|ordinary man without specula-| ‘taken’ within the specified period League of Municipalities’ Con-} a 
FREE PARKING at Kinney Garage } tion of a door is such that the| tion. Tested by this broad princi- | o¢ time, some type of notice must a ho Atlantic City - No- York 
Your account or inquiry invited }/ handle is subjected to excessive! ple it would seem that the sim-| be effected by the receipt or filing vember 17. 1960. ; = 
strain, he is called upon to inspect | plest reasoning could not fail to]of a d icatine t : . 
5 4 : . 3 of a document communicating to This draft recommends fo: 
the interior of the handle to as-| result in the deduction that the] th iewing ity ‘ . i 
; , ; e reviewing authority that re- gnactment a revised law f 
certain what effect the prolonged} accident producing fault here] jjef is being s ” ™ ee ee 
stress h cap | lef is being sought”. counties and municipalities in the 
SAVINGS and Lean Assn. and unusual stress has had on the |was the stubborn door for which The Attorney General, of the fiel zg 3 duces thé 
nescipregeci | opening device. defendant was responsible. In| gi3+6 of New Jersey ra np: field of ——— rcnagen ines 
40 COMMIRES 9, MEER 8, But aside from this, the basic] any event, the fact finder could sey, nan opinion | number of existing Jaws in Unis 
Mitchell 3-0260 ¢ re : dated July 6, 1955, stated that field from over 200 to 25. 
ilip Klein, President fallacy of defendant’s approach | so find. ‘i ss ree ase 
Philip Klein, Preside Shen Ses thee dnalatonne that the de- When a Statute requires a notice The proposed law is another 
Affirmed. to be given within a certain num- phase of the revision of Title 4( 
== a ee ber of days after a certain event, Counties and Municipalities, 0! 
| sy ‘ : Printers | ' UNSATISFIED CLAIM AND the notice must be actually re- the Revised Statutes, which con- 
inagnciad i || JUDGMENT FUND — Mere|ceived, and not merely mailed tains the laws which govern New 
SPECIALISTS in all printed forms and documents | | timely mailing of notice of in-| Within the prescribed period of Jersey’s 21 counties and 567 mu- 
ns ired for fili 2 eesti th the || tention to make claim against | time,” citing cases from other jur-  nicipalities. ; 
required tof Glmg and regeeresos we | the Fund as required by R-S.| iSdictions as well as Poetz v. Mix, Recommendations in the field 
Securities and Exchange Commission | 39:6-65 is insufficient: the|? N. J. 436. of contracts are solicited from 
ARTHUR W CROSS INC | Board must receive the notice} It is the opinion of this court any interested group or person 
e / 9 /e | within the time limitation and | that the Board must receive the Those desiring to make forma: 
| there must be some proof of|notice required by R.S. 39:6-65 statements at the hearing are reé- 
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NATIONAL Surety CORPORATION 
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such receipt. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Kalteissen, J. C. C. rendered Jan. 
9, 1961. Superior Court, Law Div. 
Szezesny v. Vasquez. For plain- 
tiffs — Patten & Pryga by James 
F. Patten. For the defendant — 
Morgan R. Seiffert. 





within the time limitation, that 
the mere mailing of the notice is 
|not sufficient to satisfy the stat- 
ute, and that there must be some 
proof that the Board actually re- 
lceived the notice in time. The 
'record here is devoid of any such 
|evidence and the application is 


quested to incorporate such state- 
ments in writing and submit them 
to the Commission’s Counsel, Clive 
S. Cummis, Room 71, State House. 
Trenton, prior to the hearing 
Those unable to attend may sub- 
mit their statements in writing 
prior to the hearing, and they 


’ sean ; ied. rill art of the record 
A MEMBER OF FIREMEN’S FUND INSURANCE GROUP | The issue involved is whether | therefore denied will be made par rt 


Specializing in the Execution of ineoedeeing 


Fiduci dC stand |notice of intention of the plain- 
tductary an ourt bonds tiffs to make a claim against the | 
| A NEW OPTIONAL PLAN OF LONG TERM 
520 BROAD STREET, NEWARK MaArket 4-0950 DISABILITY INSURANCE 


Unsatisfied Claim and Judgment | 
Fund was given within the 90 day , 
period as required by RS. 39:6-65. For Members of NEW JERSEY STATE BAR ASSOCIATION and 

ies coaniibihniiet: Aleta aavecinaii] ALL COUNTY ASSOCIATIONS WITH DISABILITY PLANS UNDERWRITTEN 
on July 31, 1957. Plaintiffs have | BY COMMERCIAL INSURANCE COMPANY OF NEWARK, N. J. 
submitted proof by affidavit and!| @ LIFETIME Accident Benefits! 
testimony that the required not- | “— — ——— —a : _— 
ice of intention was mailed on e Welles Gaenaiee ene ed $150.00! : 
Aug. 20, 1957. The records of the @ 25% premium reduction for Members under age 35! 
This Plan is available to Members under Age 60 who 


Unsatisfied Claim and Judgment 
are in good health and able to qualify. 


Fund office and of the Security 
For descriptive literature complete and mail today. No obligation of course. 
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Mitchell 3-8031 





Responsibility Section of the Mo- 








Evenings: ; E 
tor Vehicle Dept., however, fail to 

ESsex 2-8464 786 BROAD STREET disclose filing of the notice until NAME as ee creccceeesssseeeseereeeceoeserscetssersscsesssccseccssoscesess® j 

Newark 2, N. J. March 25, 1958. The question|| ADDRESS icici sincaneiiaiaiionaialeii 


JOHN A. COUCH, JR., AGENCY, INC. 


494 BROAD STREET, NEWARK, N. J. MArket 2-4906 


therefore is whether it is essential 
for the claimant to verify and es- 
tablish receipt of the notice by 


Deposition Suite Available — No Charge 
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Walter H. Jones—State Legis- | 


F. Kirkman—Citizen- 


4 
A.B.A. Committee Appointments Completed 
All appointments to the Amer- 
e ican Bar Association’s 64 Standing lation Committee 
and Special Committees for 1960- Elwood 


1 61, and to Section Committees, 
D6 have now been completed and a 
roster of the persons elected to 
ofice in the association or its 
sections or appointed to a com- 
mittee has been published by the 
association. 
Officers and appointees fri 
New Jersey and their offices, 
srding to the roster are: 
Fred Bartenstein, Jr.—Corpor- 
ate Lawyers’ Program Committee 
Sanford Bates—Rights of Men- 
r= , Ill) Committee 
c- ees K. Bell—Member Bad. of 
©: Governors, Chairman Bd’s Com- 
t somittees on Association Medal and 
Budget, member Bd’s Committees 
1 Uniform State Laws and Ass’n 
nvestment Program, member 
of Delegates, irector 
rican Bar Foundation, Chair- 
ly nan Foundation’s Budget Com- 
Se mittee. 
O: Vincent P. Biunno—Judicial Se- 
‘tion etc. Committee, Statutory 
Law Committee 
Albert P. Blaustein—Public Re- 
est lations Committee 
James D. Carpenter—Member 






om 


ac- 





JULSE 


yn€ House of Delegates 
aly Hon. Clifford P. Case—Ameri- 
M- can Medical Ass’n Committee 
an Eugene J. Conroy—Sec’y Cor- 
ffs  soration, Banking and Business 
for law Section 
John C. Cooper—Fellows Advis- 
ry Committee of American Bar 


eli- Foundation 
y _ William W. Evans—Chairman 
ite Legislation Committee 

"arian W. Freeman, Jr.—Mem- 
ser House of Delegates 

Donald S. Fuerth—Vice Chair- 
man Nuclear Energy Law Com- 
nittee of Insurance, Negligence 
and Compensation Law Section. 
Matthew Grayson—Unauthor- 
zed Practice Committee 

Joseph Harrison—Bill of Rights 


> & 


ship Committee 

Milton T. Lasher Member | 
House of Delegates, member Fed- | 
Legislation Committee 


eral 


Stephen N. Markaleris—State | 


Chairman Junior Bar Conference, 


Chairman Client’s Security Funds | 


Committee of Conference 
Edward B. McConnell—Mempber 





Judicial Administration Section 
Council, Vice Chairman Court 
Adn 1istration Committee of 
Section 

Robert A. McKinley—Member 
Traffic Court Program Commit- 
tee 

Joseph C. Paul—Member State 
Legislation Committee 

Bernard M. Shanley—Member 


on Relations With 
ther Nations 


Committee 
Lawyers of 


Sylvester C. Smith, Jr.—Member | 
Chairman | 
Hdqts. Facilities | 


House of Delegates, 
Expansion of 
Committee 
Lawrence N. Stein — Member 
Membership Committee 
Milt 
New Jersey Committee of Legal 


Education and Admissions Sec- 
tion 

Francis Van Orman — Vice 
Chairman, Committee on Com- 






1ittees of Insurance etc. Section 
William A. Wachenfeld—Mem- 
ber Bill of Rights Committee 

Willi iam T. Wachenfeld—Mem- 
ber Junior Bar Conference Coun- 
cil, Adviser Clients’ Security Fund 
Committee of Conference 

Willard G. Woelper — State 
Chairman Judicial Administra- 
tion Section 

John H. Yauch, Jr—Membe1 
House of Delegates, Member Cir- 
cuit Grievance Committee of Pro- 
fessional Grievances Committee. 


Announcement 


firm of Lum, Fairlie & Fos- 

















a* ~ Committee The 
d Morris N. Hartman—Member ter, 605 Broad St., Newark 2, has 
* = family Law Section Council changed its name to Lum, Biunnc 
= Hon. Richard Hartshorne — & Tompkins. Partners in the firn 
_ ‘aairman Grand Jurors Handbook are Ralph E. Lum, Jr., Richarc 
un -ommittee of Judicial Adminis- Lum, Charles B. Niebling, Josepr 
ust-| ration Section J. Biunno, Vincent P. Biunno 
et | Harry Heher—Professional Eth- Raymond W. Troy and William 
on s; Committee F. Tompkins. William A. Wachen- 
Uae Ward J. Herbert — Legal Aid feld and Chester W. Fairlie wil. 
pong vork Committee continue as of counsel to the firm 
for 
1 the 
the 
_ IT’S LIKELY! 
the e 
e 4( 
con 
New The very title you are about to examine may 
mu i : : 
j be among the more than 725,000 titles in 
fielc our Title Plants. 
rom 
rson You can be sure of fast service as well as 
rma A 
sage peace-of-mind when you make use of our vast 
— accumulation of records and years of 
them 4 
Clive experience. 
(OUsE W 1 - ‘ 
ring e welcome your inquiry. 
sud- 
riting 
they x * k * 
— LARGEST 
TITLE PLANTS 
IN THE STATE 
‘ 
NeW JERSEY REALTY TITLE 
a I C 
NSURANCE UOMPANY 
NEWARK 
rs. 
vee TRENTON +» HACKENSACK 
ats NEW BRUNSWICK «+ FREEHOLD 
oes | 








| 
ton M. Unger — Chairman 
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Roster of Approved Law Lists 





|Law Lists and Legal 
| have received Certificates of Com- 

| pliance from the Standing Com- 
mittee on Law Lists of the Amer- 

lican Bar Association for their 

| 1961 editions: 

Commercial Law Lists 

|A. C. A. LIST 

Associated Commercial 
neys List 

165 Broadway, New York 6, N. Y. 


Attor- 


AMERICAN LAWYERS QUAR- 
TERLY 
The American Lawyers Com- 
pany 
Suite 1417 East Ohio Building, 
Cleveland 14, Ohio 
THE B. A. LAW LIST 
The B. A. Law List Company 
415 Colby-Abbot Building 
| Milwaukee 2, Wisconsin 


THE CLEARING HOUSE 
QUARTERLY 
Attorneys’ National 
House Co. 
3539 Hennepin Avenue 
Minneapolis 8, Minnesota 
THE COLUMBIA LIST 
Columbia Directory 
Inc. 
| 320 Broadway, New York 7, 
THE COMMERCIAL BAR 
The Commercial Bar, Inc 
521 Fifth Avenue, 
New York 17, N. Y. 
THE C-R-C ATTORNEY 


Clearing 


Company, 


N.Y. 


DIRECTORY 
The C-R-C Law List Company, 
Inc. 
15 Park Row, New York 38, N. Y. 


FORWARDERS LIST OF 
ATTORNEYS 
Forwarders List Company, Inc. 
38 South Dearborn Street, 
Chicago 3, Illinois 
[HE GENERAL BAR 
The General Bar, Inc. 
The Bar Building, 36 W. 44th St. 
New York 36, N. Y 
CHE NATIONAL LIST 
The National List, Inc. 
122 East mel Street, 
New York 17, N. Y 
RAND as LIST OF BANK 
%ECOMMENDED ATTORNEYS 
Rand McNally & Company 
P.O. Box 7600, Chicago 80, Ill. 
WRIGHT-HOLMES LAW LIST 
Wright-Holmes Corporation 
225 W. 34 St., New York 1, N. Y. 
General Law Lists 
AMERICAN BANK ATTORNEYS 
Capron Publishing Corporation 
8 Grove St., Wellesley 81, Mass. 
THE AMERICAN BAR 
The James C. Fifield Company 
121 West Franklin, 
Minneapolis 4, Minnesota 
THE ATTORNEYS’ REGISTER 
The Attorneys’ Reg Pub- 
lishing Co., Inc. 
Munsey Building, 
Baltimore 2, Maryland 
THE BAR REGISTER 


ister 





The Bar Register Company, Inc. 
One Prospect St., Summit, N. J. 


| CAMPBELL’S LIST 


| 


Campbell’s List, Inc. 
Campbell Building 
905 Orange Avenue 
Winter Park, Florida 


| INTERNATIONAL TRIAL 
| LAWYERS 


| 
| 
| 
| 


Directory Publishers, Inc. 
84 South Cherry Street 
Galesburg, Illinois 


| THE LAWYERS DIRECTORY 


| 








The Lawyers Directory 
Publishers 
607 East Market Street 
Charlottesville, Virginia 
THE LAWYERS’ LIST 
The Law List Publis 
Company, Inc. 
521 Fifth Avenue 
New York 17, N. Y. 
MARKHAM’S NEGLIGENCE 
COUNSEL 
Markham Publishing Corpora- 
tion 
Markham Building 
66 Summer St., Stamford, Conn. 
RUSSELL LAW LIST 
Russell Law List 
35 Grove Street 
New Canaan, Connecticut 
General Legal Directory 
MARTINDALE-HUBBELL LAW 
DIRECTORY 
One Prospect St., Summit, N. J.| 
Insurance Law Lists 
BEST’S RECOMMENDED INSUR- | 
ANCE ATTORNEYS | 


shing 


The publishers of the following, 
Directories | 


Alfred M. Best Company, Inc. 
75 Fulton St., New York 38, N. Y. | 
HINE’S INSURANCE COUNSEL 
Hine’s Legal Directory, Inc. 
P.O. Box 71, 443 Duane Street 
Glen Ellyn, Illinois 
THE INSURANCE BAR 
The Bar List Publishing 
Company 
State Bank Building 
Evanston, Illinois 
UNDERWRITERS LIST OF 
TRIAL COUNSEL 
Underwriters List Publishing 
Company 
308 East Eighth Street 
Cincinnati 2, Ohio 
Probate Law Lists 
THE PROBATE COUNSEL 
Probate Counsel, Inc. 
First National Bank Building 
Phoenix, Arizona 
SULLIVAN’S PROBATE 
DIRECTORY 
Sullivan’s Probate Directory, 
Inc. 
84 South Cherry Street 
Galesburg, Illinois 
Foreign Law Lists 
BUTTERWORTHS EMPIRE LAW 
LIST 
Butterworth & Company 
(Publishers) Ltd. 
88 Kingsway, 
London, W. C. 2, England 
CANADIAN LAW LIST 
Canada Law Book Company 
76 Pearl Street 
Toronto 1, Ontario, Canada 
CARSWELL’S DIRECTORY OF 
CANADIAN LAWYERS 
The Carswell Company Limited 
145-149 Adelaide Street West 
Toronto 1, Ontario, Canada 
THE INTERNATIONAL LAW 
LIST 
L. Corper-Mordaunt & Company 
Pitman House, Parker Street 
London, W. C. 2, England 
KIME’S INTERNATIONAL LAW 
DIRECTORY 
Kime’s International Law 
Directory, Ltd. 
107 St. Alban’s Road 
Watford, Herts., England 


Announcements 





Philip S. Epstein and Sidney E. 
Zion have formed a partnership 
for the general practice of law 
with offices at Kanter Building, 
30 Howe Ave., Passaic. 


John A. Craner has opened of- 
fices at 49 Broad St., Elizabeth. 
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General Council Meeting 
Scheduled 


The first of the 1961 meetings of 


‘the General Council will be held 


at the Shadowbrook Inn, Shrews- 
bury, at 6 P.M., Tuesday, Janu- 
ary 17. 

Douglas M. Hicks, President of 
the New Jersey State Bar Assoc- 
iation said today that several very 
pressing problems affecting the 
profession will be thoroughly dis- 
cussed and debated by the county 
delegates from the 21 County Bar 
Associations. The delegates have 
been invited to bring their wives. 
Advance registrations received at 
Trenton Headquarters indicate a 
record attendance. 


Logical Reason 


NORFOLK, Va. (ACCN) — A 
police patrol raced through the 
streets on an emergency call to 
where a small boy was lying un- 
conscious on the sidewalk. 

The boy regained consciousness 
when one of the officers raised 
him up, and the officer asked 
him what was wrong. 

“T was sleeping,” the little boy 
answered. 

“Why on the sidewalk?” 

“That’s where I was when I 


| got tired,” he replied. 











Plant Founded Ia 1888 


COMPLETE TITLE SERVICE 
THROUGHOUT 


New Jersey, Pennsylvania, 
Delaware, Maryland, 
Connecticut, 

Rhode Island, 
District of Columbia 
Louisiana and Florida 


CHELSEA TITLE and 
GUARANTY COMPANY 


Main Office: 
Boardwalk National Bank 
Buil 


Atlantic City, N. J. 

















NOTARIES PUBLIC 
Master of the Superior Court 





HAVE IT REPORTED — THE RECORD NEVER FORGETS 


KABOT, BATTAGLIA & HAMMER 


(Formerly Louis Kabot & Associates) 
CERTIFIED SHORTHAND REPORTERS 
DEPOSITION SPECIALISTS 


— STATE-WIDE SERVICE— 


24 COMMERCE STREET 
NEWARK 2, N. J. 
MArket 2-6644 











Proneer 
of Lawyers’ Thousands 


Jnusurance 


of policies protecting many of 


the country’s leading lawyers and law firms 
have been written by this Company. For 


claim and underwriting know-how based on 


more than a generation of experience in mal- 


practice insurance, consult 


2 HSN | 
Cisumtr Company 


430 MAIN STREET 


SURETY 


FIRE - - 


EAST ORANGE, N. J. 


CASUALTY 
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PUBLICATION OF ADMINISTRATIVE AGENCY 
RULES AND REGULATIONS 


The Secretary of State of New York has recently announced 
the publication of the first loose-leaf volume of a new official 
compilation of codes, rules and regulations of all of the departments 
and agencies of the State of New York as prepared by the Depart- 
ment of State. It is anticipated that the compilation will eventually 
comprise 17 volumes at a cost of $25.00 per volume. The compilation 
is to be published in loose-leaf form to allow for monthly supple- 
mentation. 

The publication of a similar compilation of the rules and 
regulations of the departments and agencies of the State of New 
Jersey is an urgent need. Article V, Section IV, Paragraph 6 of the 
Constitution of 1947, in addition to requiring the filing with the 
Secretary of State of rules and regulations adopted by state gov- 
ernmental departments and agencies, requires the legislature to 
“provide for the prompt publication of such rules and regula- 
tions.” There has been no legislative implementation of the con- 
Stitutional requirement for publication in the 15 years since the 
Constitution was adopted. Provisions to this effect have been 
incorporated in the various versions of a proposed Administrative 
Procedure Act annually introduced in the legislature. For various 
reasons, the legislature has not adopted any of the versions of this 
proposed act, neglecting at the same time to comply with the man- 


datory constitutional provision for publication of rules and regu- 
lations. 

The various departments, agencies and bureaus of, our state 
government follow diverse practices with respect to the adoption, 
codification and publication of their rules and regulations. Some 
agencies publish paper bound volumes of rules and regulations. 
The Department of Public Utilities has recently undertaken and 


published a complete revision and codification of its regulations, 
rules of practice and administrative orders. Unless provision is 
made for insertion of amendments and changes, these volumes 


will soon be out of date. Other agencies also publish bound pam- 
phlets of rules and regulations in which changes have to be stapled 
or pasted. Some agencies publish rules and regulations in slip- 
sheet form without any system for facilitating the finding of 
given rules and regulations. 

In many instances agency employees, members of the general 
public dealing with the agencies and their attorneys experience 
difficulty in ascertaining the existence of rules and regulations and 
the presently effective wording thereof. In view of the prolifera- 


tion of regulatory statutes with broad agency rule-making —: 
there is a clear obligation on the part of the state to make admin 
istrative rules and regulations readily available in usable form. 
The State of New Jersey should follow the example set by 
the State of New York by adopting appropriate legislation and 
providing necessary funds for the codification and publication of 


administrative rules and regulations in a format which will provide 
for periodic supplementation. Several state agencies, such as the 
Division of Tax Appeals, Corporation Tax Bureau and the Depart- 
ment of Public Utilities, have already undertaken the systemization 
of their rules and regulations. The experience thus gained can be 
effectively utilized by other agencies of the state government. It 
should not be neither difficult nor expensive for the Department of 


State to arrange for the publication of the rules and regulations 
of all of our state departments and agencies. 

















South Jersey Bar Assn's To Tender Testimonial 
Dinner To Justice Haneman 


Ritz Carlton Hotel, Boardwalk 
and Iowa Avenue, Atlantic City, 
on Saturday evening, January 
21, 1961. 





The Bar Associations of the 
seven South Jersey Counties—At- 
lantic, Camden, Cape May, Cum- 
berland, Burlington, Gloucester 


and Salem are tendering a testi- 
monial dinner to Justice Vincent 
S. Haneman on the occasion of 
his elevation to the Supreme 
Court of New Jersey. 

The affair will be held at the 


It is anticipated that the entire 
Supreme Court will be present as 
well as members of the Bench and 
Bar from all parts of the State. 


The committee is made up of| 
'Schwehm Building, Atlantic City. 


representatives from all of the 


New Wisconsin Jury Instructions Expected To 
Help Speed Trials 


Madison, Wis. (ACCN) 
newly-published book, 
sin Jury Inst ruc -tions,’ 
the st s reput 
gress in modern le 
The 250-page 
ardizing ar set 


epee 
vsUals 


ing 





volume, by 








t r 4 

“For the la 900K nut 
within arm’s reé 150 uniform 
instructions drafted by the keen- 


est legal minds in the state 





‘For the layman called to jury 
duty, the book repiaces tangled 
legal jargon with simpl ified in- 
structions that will improve his 
ability to make a fair and just 
verdict” 


For months Professor Smith has 
been getting letters from law 
schools and offices in other states 
commending the Wisconsin effort 
and requesting copies immediately 
upon publication. Projects mod- 


eled after Wisconsin’s are being 
initiated in other states. 
The book is the result of two 


years of committee meetings, clin- 
ics, and correspondence. The in- 
spirational spark was struck at 
two jury instructions seminars on 
the UW campus in the summer of 
1959. 

The Board 
appointed permanent commit- 
tee on jury instructions. Prof. 
John E. Conway of the UW Law 
School accepted appointment as 
editor, and UW Extension law, 
under Smith’s direction, shoul- 
dered administrative and pub- 
lishing responsibilities. 


The Jury Instructions Commit- 


of Circuit Judges 


tee, consisting of eight exper- 
ienced trial judges, has met al- 
most monthly for the past year 


and a half, writing and refining 


the instructions. 
One of the unique 


values of the 


volume is that it is a classical ex- 
ample of cooperation between 
professors and practitioners of 
law. 

“It’s an ideal situation when 


the product comes from the res- 
ervoir of experience of a longtime 
law professor and trial judges 
who actually give the instruc- 
tions.” Smith said. Conway 
former Revisor Statutes 
Wisconsin. 

Although 


is a 
of in 
the sponsors do not 
claim the book will answer all 
instructional problems, they be- 
lieve it holds great potential for 
improving trial methods in sev- 
eral ways. For example: 

1—Trial judges will be spared 
much of the labor previously in- 
volved in drafting instructions 
for presentation to juries at the 
close of every personal injury case: 

—The streamlined procedures, 





seven Counties and is composed 
of Thomas W. Rauffenbart, Sam- 
uel Epstein, Roy Baylinson, J. 
Robert Peacock of Atlantic Coun- 
ty; James Mercer Davis of Bur- 
lington County; Augustus Goetz 
of Cape May County; Louis F. De- 
Nicola of Salem County; Dominick 
J. Novario of Cumberland County: 
Joseph H. Enos of Gloucester 
County and Neil F. Deighan of 
Camden County. 

Reservations may be made by 





| sending a check in the amount of 


$8.50 to cover the cost of the 
dinner to Roy Baylinson, 303 


— A 
“Wiscon- 









shavi ng several minutes off each 








trial, will save taxpayers several 

thousand dollars a year in jury 

fees and other expenses; 
3—The number of retr 

be reduced, since chanc 

structional il] € 





error 
through use of 
ions throughou 





b 








mitte 
Bar of 


Wisconsin 
of County Judges. 
The new book, priced at $20, is 


available from UW Extension Law, 
206 Law School, Madison 6, Wi: 


Initial Part Of First 
Revision Of Municipal 
Law Enacted 





Governor Robert B. Meyner has 
signed into law the initial por- 
tion of the first revision of New 
Jersey’s municipal and county 
laws. The three bills consisted of 
the Local Bond Law, Local Budget 
Law, Local Fiscal Affairs Law, 
A-600, and two special repealer 
laws, A-46 and A-47. 

All were prepared by the Coun- 
ty and Municipal Law Revision 
Commission. A-600 streamlines 
and simplifies the fiscal laws of 
New Jersey’s counties and muni- 
cipalities. These bills were draft- 
ed as a result of a new approach 
to law revision. 

When the work commenced on 
the revision, the Governor ap- 
pointed experts who worked as 
advisory committees on each of 
the phases of the law. These ex- 








perts had broad experience in 
local government, law, accounting 
and public affairs. The advisory 
committee members reviewed the 
work of the Commission staff 
and made recommendations to 


the Commission, many of which, 
after review by the Commission 
itself, were incorporated into the 
new law. 

According to the Commission 
the new legislation repeals a 
most 200 laws presently not bei 
used but which remain on 
the books and provides a sub- 
stantial advance in municipal and 
county law by the simplification 
of language of the statutes. 

3,900 copies were distributed 
throughout the State of New Jer- 
sey prior to their submission to 
the Legislature. Suggestions and 
comments on the draft were re- 
ceived by the Commission, and 
many of these suggestions re- 
sulted in changes in the bills fi- 
nally submitted. 

The County and Municipal Law 
Revision Commission is a nine- 
member Commission, whose mem- 
bership includes Senator Richard 
R. Stout of Monmouth County, 
Chairman, Senator John A. Lynch 
of Middlesex pes A Senator Jo- 
reoge W. Cowgill of Camden Coun- 

Assemblyman Vincent R. Pa- 
naro of Mercer County, Assembly- 
man Pierce H. Deamer, Jr. of 
aa County, ssemblyman 
Raymond E. Bowkley of Hunter- 
don County, Prosecutor Norman 
Heine of Camden County, Fred 
G. Stickel, III, Esq. of Cedar 
Grove, David C. Thompson, aM. 
Assistant Counsel to the Gove 
nor. Clive S. Cummis, Esq. of 
Maplewood is Counsel to the Com- 
mission, and Leonard Etz, Esq. of 
Trenton is Assistant Counsel. 

The advisory committee mem- 
bers on the Local Bond Law are: 
Leo A. McCarthy, Esq. of Summit, 


still 





Violator Of Sec. 222(a) 
Of Interstate Commerce 
Act Can Be Fingerprinted 













One \ rho viola 


e 















General has di 1a 
every person taken int oh 


in connection with a violation 
of Federal Law be fingerprintec 
and his fingerp be forwé irded 
to the epartment of Justic 
that fingerprinting is a recog- 
nized procedure of modern law 
enforcement; that such procedurt 
is not an unreasonable burden 
that fingerprinting is not a pun- 
ishment but a procedure to facil- 
itate law enforcement, and tha 
with that purpose in mind theré 
is no reason for distinguishi ng 
between crimes mala in se or ma 
prohibita in determining which 
offenders may be fingerprinted 








Strange View Excuses 
Man From Jury Duty 


PROVIDENCE, R.I. ‘ACCN) 
Roland J. Levesque of West War- 
wick, R.I., recently was excusec 
from jury duty by US. District 
Court Judge Edward W. Day 
when he asserted his belief that 
the defendants in a case had 
prove their innocence. 

“I was in the service,” 
que said, ‘and you were 
until proven innocent.” 

“Well, it’s not so in the courts 
Judge Day explained after 
laughter had died down, “and 
don’t believe it’s so in the servic« 
I’m going to excuse you.” 





Leves- 


ruilty 


tne 
bial 





Bonding Attorney; Henry E. Rus- 
sell, Esq. of Tenafly, Bonding At- 
torney; John T. Trimble, Esq. 0! 
New York City, Bonding Attor- 
ney; Louis S. Korb of West En- 
glewood, Municipal and County 
Auditor; Joseph J. Seaman 0: 
Perth Amboy, Municipal Auditor: 
Daniel DeBrier, Esq. of Margate 
City, Municipal Attorney; Arthur 
B. Smith, Esq. of Neshanic, Mu- 
nicipal Attorney; Assemblyman 
Clifton T. Barkalow of Monmouth 
County; Lawrence A. Carton, Jr 
Esq. of Locust, Municipal Attor 
F. Colman Greene, Esq. 0: 





ney; 
New York City, Bonding Attor- 
ney; and Charles DeF. Besore 


Esq., Chief Counsel and Executive 
Director, Law Revision and Leg- 
islative Services. 

The advisory committee 
bers on the Local Budget 
are: W. Carlton Tillinghast 0! 
Burlington, Secretary, New Jer- 
sey Taxpayers Association: 
George C. Skillman of Belle Mead 








Director, Division of Local Gov- 
ernment; James J. Graveny 0 
Keansburg, Mayor; Edmund D 


Bowman of Collingswood, Mun!- 
cipal Auditor; Kenneth V. Myers 
of Quakertown, Township and 
County Treasurer; 






John O. Si 
ler, Jr., Esq. of Palmyra; Will 
Gurtman, Esq. of Passaic, City 
Attorney; Joseph S. Holland ° 
Trenton, Freeholder; Wayne Mit- 
chell of Ridgewood, Director °% 
Operations; Charles Valvano 0 
Linden, Treasurer; John DiStaw? 
of Jersey City, Assistant Director. 
Division of Local Government. 
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The Eichmann Case 
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Those in outline are the essen- 
tial facts of the case. He is going 
to be prosecuted under a statute 
which was passed in Israel a few 
years ago, 1950, passed after the 
time in which the crimes which 
most people assume that Eich- 
statute is in three parts. It deals 
with three groups of crimes as 
defined by that statute. 

One is the category of so-called 
orimes against the Jewish people. 
The second is the category of war 
crimes. The third is the category 
of crimes against humanity. 

Now, I shall confine myself for 

practical purposes to cate- 
gories two and three. That is to 
say, to that part of the prosecu- 
tion which will charge Eichmann 
with having been guilty of war 
crimes and that part of the prose- 
ution which will charge Eich- 
mann with having been guilty of 
crimes against humanity. I shall 
do so not because the part of the 
statute which charges him with 
crimes against the Jewish people 
is insignificant, unimportant, or 
not worthy of our attention. In- 
deed, it has in addition to its 
immediate dramatic and political 


ficance, to which I will refer later 
nin my remarks this evening. 
But I want to concentrate upon 
those two paragraphs of the stat- 

which deal with crimes 
against humanity and with war 
crimes, because I believe that the 
problems raised by this para- 
graph might have arisen, could 
arise and may yet arise in another 
ontext. That is, these problems 
ould have arisen if, for instance, 
n¢ nation which had kidnaped 
Eichmann and brought him to 
trial had been Sweden or Den- 
ark or Holland, Norway, Poland, 
ny other state. in short, the 
pecific relationship of Eichmann 
to the Jewish people is not an 
dispensable part of this case in 
the legal sense, although it is, 





ee 








of course, a vital part of it in 
the actual and historical sense. 

The only other fact to which 
I will refer is one with which you 
are familiar. Eichmann apparent- 
ly was charged by Hitler with 
special responsibility for attempt- 
ing to exterminate the Jewish 
people in Europe, and he is gen- 
erally believed, according to the 
testimony at the Nuremberg trials 
and according to the findings of 
various Foreign Offices, to have 
been responsible for the killing, 
the murder of close to six million 
people, in Germany, Poland, The 
Netherlands, France, Denmark, 
Norway, Czechoslovakia, princi- 
pally. 

Those are the facts. 

Now, those facts raise three 
different groups of legal prob- 
lems which I am going to try to 
sort out for you. They have to 
be dealt with separately to be 
comprehensible, and especially if 
their significance is to be ap- 
preciated. 

The first group of problems has 
to do with the complaint of 
Argentina against Israel. Argen- 
tina’s complaint in brief was that 
Israel in capturing, kidnaping a 
man who was present within Ar- 
gentina, and taking him out of 
Argentina to Israel, had violated 
the law of Argentina and had also 
violated international law. The 
first group of problems revolves 
around that charge. 

There is a second group of 
problems which I want to skip 
for the moment, because it repre- 
sents something intermediate be- 
tween the first and third. 

The third group of problems is 
something which will perhaps 

the lawyers in this audi- 
-its significance will strike 
lawyers in this audience—I 
think more readily than the lay- 
although I think the laymen 
1 appreciate it. It has to do 
h this question: What is the 
proper reach of the legal system 
-ountry? How far may the 
legislation of one country extend 
9eyond its own borders and be- 


strike 


ence- 
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yond its own nationals? The 
crimes for which Israel will charge 
Eichmann were crimes committed 
by him outside of Israel, in the 


countries which I named a mo-| 


ment ago. There is, therefore, as 


the lawyers say, no obvious ter- | 


ritorial basis for the extension to 


this activity of Israeli statutes. | 


Eichmann was not a national of 


Israel, so that they were not pur- | 
porting to punish one of their} 


own nationals. 


The question therefore arises, | 


may any state — Israel or the 
United States or England or Japan 
or India — pass statutes which 
purport to regulate, to govern 
the conduct of people outside the 
borders of that state who are not 
nationals of that state? 

As I shall show you later when 
I analyze these groups of prob- 


lems in somewhat greater detail, | 


this is a problem which arises 
today fairly frequently under the 
statutes of many states. In the 


case of the United States, such | 


problems arise particularly be- 
cause of certain statutes, notably 
the anti-trust Jaws and our labor 
legislation. Such problems arise 
also because of the operation of 
the tax statutes of 


to cope with problems 
sort in increasing measure, I be- 
lieve, simply because the world 
is the kind of world which it has 
become. 

In between the first and third 
group, is the second group of 
problems which Eichmann may 
raise in the courts of Israel, in 


the first instance, and thereafter | 


perhaps before other tribunals, 
possibly international tribunals. 
This group might be described in 
essence as revolving 
question: What right do you have 
to try me when you got jurisdic- 
tion over me by kidnaping? I was 
not in this state. You didn’t ar- 










rest me here. You didn’t find me 
here. You didn’t serve me here. 
I didn’t come here voluntarily. 
You captured me and brought me! 
here by force. I charge that you 
cannot get jurisdiction over my 
person in that way. 

I would mention other 
feature which perhaps can be 
best put into the third group, and 
that is the apparent retroactivity 
of the Israeli legislation. The stat- 
ute of Israel, as I told you, was 
passed in 1950, and Eichmann’s 
deeds were done, as far as one can 
tell, during the period which end- 
ed in 1945, after which he fled, 
disappeared from sight, and was 
eventually tracked down, found in 
Argentina, under issumed 
name and indeed with an assumed 


face. (He had surgery done on his 

face to conceal his identity.) 
These are the three 

problems. Before I analyze them, 

I would like to indicate to you 

why I think these problems have 


groups of 












a broad gauge and long range 
significance over and above the 
inherent drama with which this 
whole thing is packed. Let me 


turn to the first group and suggest | 


to you what its broad gauge and 
long range significance may be. 
Argentina charges Israel with a 
violation of its borders, a viola- 
tion of its law, and with the asser- 
tion within Argentina of Israeli 
governmental authority. They say: 
When your agents and officers 
under your direction or at least 
with your acquiescence and con- 
sent or ratification, purported to 
arrest a man in Argentina, you 
purporting to exercise governmen- 







tal power within Argentina, be- 
cause only a government has the 
right of arrest; and wl you try 
to exercise governmental power 


within Argentina you are violating 
not only the borders of Argentina 
and not only the law of Argentina, 
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many coun-| 
tries. Lawyers are going to have! 
of this| 


around this | 


but also the sovereignty of Argen- 
| tina. 

| You have read about the U-2 
| case, in which the Soviet Union 
charged fat the United States 
had violated its borders, and by 
flying aircraft under U. S. com- 
|; mand over Russia, has purported 
to exercise United States sove- 
reign rights within the territory 
of Russia. That question was com- 
plicated by a question concerning 
| the territorial status of air space 
|over Russia. But it isn’t just the 
U-2 case I am thinking of when I 
suggest to you that this has trem- 
endous significance. The under- 
lying question which these ex- 
amples illustrate is this: What 
happens when a state violates in- 
ternational law with respect to 
|}another state in the modern 
world? Both Argentina and Israel 
are members of the United Na- 
tions, as are most other states in 
the world today. Under the U N 
charters and certain other multi- 
| lateral treaties, no state may use 
armed force to vindicate its as- 
serted rights except in self- 
defense against the armed attack 
of another state. If, therefore, 
| Argentina wanted redress from 
| Israel, since she is prohibited from 
going to war about this violation 
of her borders, the alleged viola- 
tion of her borders, the alleged 
violation of her sovereignty, is 
there anything in the society of 
this world which affords her a 
remedy other than war? 

Now, you will I think recognize 
quite quickly at least four or five 
situations which have arisen with- 
in the past five years which are 
similar in that respect. In 1956, 
Egypt was felt by Britain and by 
France and by Israel to have vio- 
lated their rights in several fun- 
damental ways, the most conspic- 
uous of which was the seizure of 
the Suez Canal, but including also 
blockades in the Suez Canal, 
border raids into Israel, the stir- 
ring up of trouble in Cyprus, the 
Stirring up of trouble in Algeria, 
the seizure of British business in 
Egypt, the systematic use of radio, 
television and other forms of mass 
propaganda to stir up hatred 
against Britain, France, Israel, to 
vilify them, destroy their good 
name. They resorted to the old- 
fashioned remedy war and the 
result was a tremendous uproar. 
As you willl recall, the United 
States was in the forefront of 
those who said this is a violation 
of the United Nations Charter, 
we will not permit you to do this; 
and eventually the pressure was 
strong enough so that Britain and 
France and Israel withdrew. 

That incident, however, left 
open the question which I opened 
for you before. Suppose that Brit- 
ain and France and Israel had 


| 


come to the United Nations and 
| had said, look what Nasser is do- 
'ing to us. In the nineteenth cen- 
tury, we would have gone in and 
knocked his block off. Today war 
| is prohibited except in self-defense 
against armed attack. We can’t 
| lawfully resort to war. Does this 
mean we have to sit and take it? 
Is there no remedy at all? If by 
| the United Nations Charter, war 
| has been outlawed except in self- 
| defense, will that outlawing of 
| war last, can it last, if some system 
|of remedies other than the rem- 
;edy through war is not provided 
| in its place? 


I don’t have to remind you 
|} about Cuba. Castro has done act 
after act after act which many 
| responsible lawyers believe to be 
| clearly in violation of internation- 
al law, in violation of the rights 
of the United States and Ameri- 
|can nationals. Does the United 
| States have any remedy? Can it 
|find any remedy short of going 
|in with troops, which would be a 
| violation of the United Nations 
|Charter, and, of course run pro- 
| foundly counter to the principles 
'and desires of the American 
| people? 
| Not so long ago, you may recall, 
|the Government of Venezuela 
| charged that the Dominican Re- 
| public, the Trujillo regime, had 
| understaken to arrange for the 
| assassination of the President of 
| Venezuela. At the Sixth Confer- 
ence of the Foreign Ministers of 
the American States, Venezuela 
demanded satisfaction. The Con- 
ference of Foreign Ministers of 
the American States passed a res- 
olution condemning Trujillo and 
his regime, and agreed to adopt 
| certain measures in the way of 

social ostracism and some econ- 
omic pressure against that regime. 
Venezuela considered that accept- 
able for the time being. But again 
it raised the question, if these 
nations are not to be permitted to 
resort to war, what remedy. do 
the legal systems of the world 
afford them? 

Here in Newark, suppose that we 
were to abolish the law cf torts 
and the criminal law and the law 
of contract. If, then, someone 
ran you down on the street negli- 
gently and broke your leg, or tres- 
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passed on your land, or burnt 
your house, or stole your money, 
or vilified your name by repeated 
libels in the press and over the 
radio, or bumped into you on the 
street and knocked you down or 
broke contracts with you, or stole 
your property, you would have no 
legal remedy. Suppose, also, you 
were told you couldn’t shoot ex- 
cept in self-defense against armed | 
attack. How long would this last? 
How long would it be before all 
of you in Newark would go back 
to the ways of the old wild west, 
and begin toting sidearms? 

I think it is quite basic, so ele- 
mentary that most of us overlook 
it, that if you prohibit force, you 
can only do so if you replace it 
with. law. And this is the first 
great question which was raised 
by the Eichmann case in one of 
its aspects. 
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HOR 


|tina’s rights, 


Now, I will say to you without 
trying to document it, because it 


;seems fairly clear, that Israel’s 


conduct as against Argentina was 


'a violation of international law 


as well as a violation of Argentine 
law. Argentina had a valid claim 
against Israel under international 
law. She might have brought that 
claim, she might have tried to as- 
sert it in the International Court 
of Justice. She chose instead to 
proceed politically before the 
Security Council of the United 


| Nations. As you know, the Security 


Council issued a finding to the 
effect that the conduct of Israel 
did cause a danger to internation- 
al peace and security and request- 
ed Israel to give reparations, ap- 
propriate reparations, to Argen- 
tina. 

As you also know, Argentina 
and Israel have now treated it as 
a closed incident. Argentina ac- 


|cepted the Israeli apologies and 


certain other steps as adequate 
reparations, and the matter 
stands closed. It closed, how- 
ever, only because Israel was pre- 
pared to acknowledge that she 
had violated international law, 
and was prepared to offer repara- 
tions; and only because Argentina 
was ready to accept the relatively 
mild reparations which were of- 
fered. They were essentially apol- 
ogies, recognitions that Argen- 
tina’s sovereignty had been in- 
fringed, reaffirmations of Argen- 
and a few other 
things. This was possible because 
one takes it that the Argentine 


1S 


|Government really was not fright- 


fully concerned about the partic- 
ular individual, and was concerned 
primarily to vindicate its own 
position under international law. 
That phase of the case, therefore, 
is for practical purposes closed, 
but I mention it to you to remind 
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you that this sort of thing which 
happened there, which happened 
in Cuba, Venezuela, the Domini- 
can Republic, the Suez Canal, and 
right now in the Belgian Congo, 
raises for us a question to which 
we are going to have to find an 
answer. 

If people, as I say, injure you 
in any way that falls short of 
armed attack, are you without 
an effective remedy? Under public 
international law in its present 
stage of development, and under 
the U. N. Charter, as presently 
construed and applied, remedies 
are not available, except within 
very narrow limits. 

Now, let me carry you over to 
the significance of the third set 
of problems, the questions relat- 
ing to the appropriate reach of the 
legal system of Israel. Let me il- 
lustrate what that really means. 
Supposing that New Jersey should 
pass a statute, a homicide statute, 
the ordinary statute making mur- 
der a crime punishable by life im- 
prisonment or death. Supposing, 
however, that the statute should 
by its terms provide that it applies 
to anyone who murders anybody 
anywhere in the entire world. 
Suppose that a Frenchman mur- 
dered another Frenchman, in 
Paris, and subsequently took a 
trip to New Jersey, and was ar- 
rested in New Jersey and tried for 
murder. What about that? 





Now, I think that if he chal- 
lenged the New Jersey Statute 
under the Constitution of the 


United States, the Supreme Court 
of the United States would hold 
that New Jersey had no jurisdic- 
tion. I am inciined to think that 
the case would never reach the 
Supreme Court of the United 
States, that the New Jersey courts 
would find some way to construe 
that statute, to say that the stat- 
ute was not meant to apply to 
homicide committed in France by 
one Frenchman against another 
| Frenchman; that such an applica- 
tion would lie well beyond the 
| reach of the legal system of New 
| Jersey. 

Let me pause for a moment on 
that phrase, “reach of the legal 
system.” You notice this is not 
a question of jurisdiction over the 
person of the defendant. In the 
hypothetical case I just gave you, 
|that Frenchman came to New 
Jersey. There is no question that 
New Jersey arrested him in New 
Jersey and had jurisdiction over 
the person. That was perfectly 
|clear. The question was not a 
question of the jurisdiction of the 
court over the defendant. The 
question was what is the proper 
reach of the legal system of New 
Jersey? As American lawyers, we 
are familiar with this. 


What if there were a California 
statute under which the Califor- 
inia authorities tried to collect 
taxes from a client of yours who 
might tell you, “I am a resident 
of New Jersey, all of my income is 

| earned in New Jersey, I happened 
to visit my daughter in California 
for three days last year, but what 
right do they purport to assess me 
for income tax?”. What about 
other cases which are somewhat 
closer to the borderline than that 
one? Such questions also arise 
now not merely between states of 
the United States but internation- 
ally, and they arise in a much 
{more difficult form than the 
| homicide case. The homicide case 
is difficult enough, and the French 
might have protested as well as 

the man who was captured. 

Indeed, there is a famous New 
Jersey case, Ex parte Wilderhus, 
which involved a murder commit- 
ted aboard a Belgian vessel in one 

| of the New Jersey ports. Now, the 
murder was by one member of the 
Belgian crew of another member 
|of the Belgian crew. It was below 
deck, so the delicate sensibilities 
of the New Jersey population were 
not offended. They didn’t hear 
jany of the outcries, they didn’t 
| see the blood. But the New Jersey 
| authorities arrested the man and 
|undertook to prosecute him for 
|murder, and the Belgian diplo- 
| matic authorities intervened and 


challenged the jurisdiction of 
New Jersey to prosecute him. Now, 
I point out to you that really 
Belgium didn’t concern itself 
much in any substantive sense. 
Murder was murder. They were 
merely saying in effect: We want 
to prosecute this man and con- 
demn him rather than have you 
do so. Both states agreed that the 
acts constituted a fundamental 
crime. But the laws of states are- 
not always that much in harmony. 

We, for instance, in the United 
States make it unlawful to engage 
in a whole variety of business 
practices, which violate the anti- 
trust laws, Federal Trade Com- 
mission Act, Clayton Act, and so 
on. That type of behavior in 
many other parts of the world is 
quite lawful. And as you also 
know, modern American business 
extends all over the world, and 
American enterprises have bus- 
iness relations with enterprises 
of many other countries. You 
therefore the kind of case 
which I am now talking about 
under circumstances where the 
mutual irritation between the 
countries much more acute 
than it would be if the issue were 
merely who had a right to prose- 
cute the man for murder. 

There is, for instance, one of the 
aluminum company cases—if any 
of you should be interested in the 
citations, I have them here and 
will give them to you later—in 
which the United States in a pro- 
ceeding in the Federal Courts 
challenged the behavior of a 
group of foreign companies, all of 
the behavior having taken place 
outside of the United States. 
These were French and British 
and German companies and Swiss, 
and all they did was to agree to 
limit their production of alumin- 
um and to limit their sales to all 
customers in accordance with 
agreed quotas. The agreement ap- 
plied to all their sales, and there- 
fore included sales destined for 
the American market. They made 
their agreements abroad. They 
themselves were foreign corpora- 
tions. The United States, because 
one or two of them happened to 
have branch offices in the United 
States, which were here for en- 
tirely different purposes, used that 
as a basis for getting jurisdiction 
of the person over these compan- 
ies. A decree issued, and the Cir- 
cuit Court of Appeals for the 
Second Circuit affirmed the de- 
cree against them. The opinion 
was written by Judge Learned 
Hand. He said yes, it is true this 
conduct all took place outside of 
the United States, and it is equal- 
ly true they are all foreign corpor- 
ations—foreign in the true sense, 
not merely in the technical sense 
—but their acts had effects within 
the United States, and since they 
knew perfectly well those acts 
would have effects in the United 
States, they are chargeable with 
the intention of causing these 
effects within the United States. 


The effect, you see, from the 
point of view of France and Ger- 
many is that their companies in 
France and in Germany, when 
they enter into arrangements with 
one another, must now worry not 
only about French and German 
law, but must also worry about 
American law. And with America 
representing roughly fifty per 
cent of the market of the free 
world, it is rather difficult for 
large enterprises anywhere to en- 
gage in agreements of any sort 
concerning production or sales 
which aren’t going to effect the 
American economy. 

There is another case which is 
even more striking. This involved 
a proceeding against duPent in 
this country and Imperial Chem- 
ical, Limited, in England, and as 
one phase of the case a District 
Judge of the United States issued 
a decree against Imperial Chem- 
ical Company of England, pro- 
| Biting the Imperial Chemical 
| Company of England from using 
|its patent rights to exclude Ameri- 
can sales into England. Imperial 
Chemical had a contract with an- 
other British group of companies 


get 


1s 


under which it gave them an ex- 
clusive license to its patent; and 
the decree prohibited them from 
giving effect to that exclusive 
licensing agreement. Now, not 
only was this agreement law- 
ful under British law, but un- 
der the British patent law as con- 
strued by the British courts, Im- 
perial Chemical had a duty to d 
the very things which the decre« 
of the U. S. District Court pur- 
ported to prohibit them from do- 
ing. Now, this happened as be- 
tween the United States and Brit- 
ain, and they are notoriously po- 
lite to one another. 


The District Judge in his ppin- 
he would include such- 
| 

cree—The paragraph which I am 
talking about—. although he wa: 
aware it might be difficult to en- 
force in England because it migh« 
conflict with the views of British 
courts concerning British law. I: 
so, he said, he would then consid- 
er what to do about it. 








And when the case came up in 
the British courts, it came up in 
the form of a suit by the lic 
against Imperial Chemical, 
ing that Imperial Chemical Com- 
pany go through with its licensing 
arrangement. The British cour: 
politely said, as it read the U.S 
District Court’s opinion, it inter- 
preted that opinion to mean that 
the U. S. District Judge didn’: 
want the British court to enforc: 


3 


, 





“se 


1InsiSt- 


his decree if the decree ran con- 
trary to British law. Therefor: 
the British court felt it could 


order Imperial Chemical to d 
that which otherwise would have 
been a violation of the decree ¢ 
the Federal District Court. 


This sort of problem comes up 
in other situations, such as cases 
involving legislation. There is 
case you may be familiar with 
of a British seaman who signed 
aboard a British ship in Britain 
He agreed to serve for the fu. 
voyage of two years or more and 
to collect his pay only on his re- 
turn to England. The ship stopped 
at Pensacola, Florida, for two 
days. He jumped ship and brought 
a suit, under the Lafollette Sea- 
men’s Act, against his British em- 
ployers, demanding half-pay righ: 
then and there. The court gave 
him his judgment, despite 
fact that this was a British sea- 
man who had signed his contract 
in England, to be performed on 
the ship throughout the world 
She was a ship of British flag 
registry. 

This sort of problem arises over 
and over again in taxation. There 
is the case of an American com- 
pany which manufactured cloth. 
It bought a fiber in India. All it 
did in India was to buy some 0: 
this fiber there. But it brought 
the fiber back, manufactured the 
cloth in this country, and sold it 
in this country and in Latin Am- 
erica. As far as the record showed. 
none of the goods ever found their 
way to India. But the Indian Gov- 
ernment assessed income tax 
against the company on the 
theory that when it bought the 
fiber in India, it did enough in 
India to make it chargeable with 
earning income in India. And s0 
it goes. Other examples of such 
problems could be cited and multi- 
plied. Unlike the simple homicide 
cases which we discussed earlier. 





+he 
la 


these cases are not clarified by | 
the simple feeling on all hands 
that basically we all agree as tof 
the substance of the matter. Quite f 


the contrary, in connection with 
taxation and regulation, all too 
often the respective countries 
don’t agree. Problems of this sort 
find their way in increasing num- 
bers into the offices of practicing 
lawyers. 


Now, let me try to carry you 4 
little further into an analysis of 
the second—the intermediate— 
set of problems. The second sét 
involves the problem raised by 3 
request on the part of Eichmam 
to the Israeli court—which we 
may anticipate—that the cour 
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dismiss for lack of jurisdiction 
over his person, because — he 1s 
kidnaped and brought withiz = 
real by force. This sounds ke a 
rather unique case, doesn’t it? It 





did to me, until I started 
It turns out that there is a ¢ 
deal of precedent concerning t 
tion. Much of it cc 
of the Un 





mes 





que 
he Supreme Court 
ites. 

The first case was Kerr 
omg about a hundred years 
azo, gc has it amusing aspects 
Illinois wanted Kerr for embez- 
ziement. "He had thoughtfully left 











10°F 
asa 





Illinois and had traveled to Peru 
South America. The United 
tes had an extradition treaty 


in 
Sta 
with Peru. The President of the 
United States through proper pro- 

ceedings issued a warrant to an 
 eametaia officer who was desig- 
ited to go to Peru, apply to the 
Peruvian authorities under the 
xtradition treaty, to request ex- 
tradition of Kerr. He seems to 








1ave been a man who liked things 
done briefly. For reasons whicl 
don’t appear at all in the reports, 












when he got to Peru, he decided 
ot to present his commis 


is Warrant and all the rest 


3sJ0n, 


of it 


to the Peruvian authorit He 

und the man and conf ‘onted 
aim with a gun and saying in ef- 
f “You come with me”, put him 
aboard a cruiser, and brought 
nim back to California. The Cali- 


fornia authorities had no business 
with the case by any theory, but 
h obligingly assisted in the 
est, and helped to ship the 
soner to Illinois, where he was 








srosecuted for embezzlement. He 
was convicted. The case was 
ig} “a to the Supreme Court of 


ted States. It was pointed 
ut that he had been kidnaped 
jan official, his had been 
ted not only by Federal of- 
but by California officer 
by Llinois officers, and 
top of everything else 
tions of the Presiden 
' d been in 
4s 
> Supreme Court 
t well be true; 


righ ts 






a 





the ac- 
t’s emissary 
violation of our treaty 





said 
Peru might 
very well have a grievance agains 
the vane States, which i ould 
through appropriate inter- 
ional channels; the prisoner 
perhaps might some day have a 
aim against the people who had 
“idnaped him; but nevertheless 
‘Aere was nothing wrong with the 
lois judgment of conviction. 
ilinois had jurisdiction over the 
son charged with embezzle- 
nt. He was given a fair trial. 
was convicted; and there is 
othing, said the Supreme Court 
the United States, which we 
n do about it, nor indeed which 
we ® ought to do about it. 
t has come up at least five 
“mes in the past hundred years 
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the Supreme Court of the 
-hited States, and on each oc- 





the Supreme Court 
1 the same position. 

On occasion, the man kidnaped 
¥as kidnaped by so-called volun- 
8. On other occasions, he was 
“anaped by the officials of the 
ate which prosecuted him. In 
me cases, it was the prisoner 
‘00 complained; and in at least 
N€ case it was the governor of 
1€ state from which he had been 
“dnaped who complained 
‘3ainst the state into which the 


has 

















Nnst 


“Tisoner had been abducted and 
i he was prosecuted. 
uiformly, the judgment of the 





‘upreme Court has been there 


» “2S nothing wrong with the pros- 


“uuon. The prosecuting state, 
~“4ving jurisdiction over the per- 
qn, might try him and convict 


™ 


British courts have taken 
€ position consistently for 
sundred years. 

_+ have found only one case to 
4€ contrary. This was a case in 

: French tribunal. An energetic 
"tench policeman had kidnaped 

man in Belgium and brought 
aim down to France for ]. This 

-l€ court said: We are just not 


the 


a 


tria 


trla 











“going to prosecute this fellow, and 
dismissed the case, saying: You 
can’t bring people into our court 
in that way. 

trange as it may seem, then, 
this kind of thing has happened 
yver and over again. The general- 
ly uniform practice of states has 
been to the effect that such a 
| kidnapping does not invalidate 
the prosecution or subsequent 
conviction by the state into which 
the prisoner had been brought 
by force. 

Now let us return to the third 
phase of implications of the case, 
involving the reach of the legal 
system of Israel. Under established 
doctrines of international law, a 
state may extend its statutes, may 
extend its legal system to any con- 
duct 
own territory. That is obvious 
enough. It may also extend the 


that takes place within its| 





around the world or enterprises 
which do business in two or ten 
or twenty states, as So many com- 
panies do today, find themselves 
in a position where they are just 
caught? They can be whipsawed, 
as Imperial Chemical Industries 
was in danger of being whipsawed 
between American and British 
law; as the French and German 
companies in the Aluminum, Ltd., 
case were between American and 
French and German law. What 
would happen if one of the states 
involved should undertake seri- 
ously to challenge the other? 

We came very close to such a 
challenge even with so old a friend 
as Britain. In one case, the United 
States ordered the Anglo-Ameri- 
can Oil Company to produce cer- 
tain documents in an anti-trust 
proceeding in the American 


|courts. The British Government 
|} intervened diplomatically. It sent 
| a note to the Department of State 


reach of its statute to anyone who | 


is a national of that state, wher- 
ever he may be, and that is ob- 
vious enough. As one moves away 
from the foregoing categories, the 
clarity of the law way to 
dimness. 


gives 


There is a third category of 
jurisdiction which is sometimes 
referred to as protective juris- 
diction. The best illustration I can 
give are laws against counter- 
feiting. If a Dutchman counter- 
feits French currency in Holland, 
if he should subsequently be ar- 
rested by the French authorities, 
they may prosecute, and it is held 
widely that this is a proper ex- 
tension of Dutch legislative power. 

Then there is a fourth category, 
about which there’s much dis- 
agreement, but which some states 
purport to apply, which is known 
as “passive personality’ 
of it is this: If the victim of the 
crime was one of a state’s own 
nationals, the state may apply its 
law to the crime and prosecute. 

There is a fifth category, called 
“universality”. There are a limited 
number of crimes—just two, per- 
haps—which are well established, 
with respect to which all states 
and all legal systems agree that 
anybody who can find the fellow 
has a right to prosecute. The first 
is piracy. It is a general principle 
of law of all states and of public 
international law that whoever 
captures a pirate has a right to 
prosecute him for piracy. The 
second is slavery and the slave 
trade. Again it is well established 


that any state who captures a 
man who engages in the slave 
trade anywhere may prosecute 


and convict him for slavery. 

I pause here to draw your at- 
tention to a procedural question. 
Typically, a challenge to the con- 
duct of a state under international 
law may only be raised by the 
state of which the victim a 
national. In the Eichmann case, 
the only state which could in any 
international triodunal raise the 
contention that Israel by the ex- 
tension of its statutes to conduct 
which took place within Europe 
on the part of one not a national 
of Israel,—the only state which 
can raise that question is the 
Federal Republic of Germany, (or 
possibly East Germany if the lat- 
ter should claim that Eichmann 
was a national of East Germany.) 
Neither of those states has mani- 
fested the sligt test desire to do so. 
They have let it be understood 
that they are not interested. They 
apparently want him brought to 
judgment, and don’t want to in- 
tervene 

So in a strictly lawyer’s sense, 
one might agree that this ques- 
tion doesn’t arise since the only 
party capable of bringing the case 
has made it quite clear that it 
won’t do so. That would end the 
case in the technical legal sense, 
perhaps, but not in the larger 
substantive sense. 

Now, let me again remind you 
of some of the cases I mentioned 
before, and their implications. 
What happens when the laws of 
different states reach out-in such 
a way that people who travel 


1s 





’. The gist! 


of the United States, saying in 
effect: The Anglo-American Oil 
Company is forty per cent owned 
by the British Government. It is 
a vital instrument for British na- 
tional defense, for the fueling of 
our Navy. We will not allow them 
to produce these documents in an 
American court or a British court 
or any place else without our con- 
sent, and we ask you to intervene 
with the American courts and put 
an end to it. This could have be- 
come a very sensitive situation. 
And there is at least one dram- 
atic case, in which such an issue 
was squarely raised. It was a rel- 
atively simple one. It involved a 
French ship in the Mediterranean 
on the high seas which rammed 
a Turkish ship. Eight Turks were 
killed in the collision. The French 
ship subsequently went on to Is- 
tanbul, where the Turkish author- 
ities arrested the officers and 
prosecuted them for homicide, un- 


der the Turkish statute, which 
was broad in its terms. It applied 
to anybody who committed one of 
these crimes anywhere. The Gov- 
ernment of France brought a pro- 
ceeding against Turkey in the 
Permanent Court of International 
Justice—this is the famous case 
of the S. S. Lotus, (the name of 
the ship)—and insisted that in- 
ternational law prohibited Turkey 
from conducting this kind of pros- 
ecution. 

Now, all of us who are familiar 
with the Federal system in the 
United States will recognize what 
this represented and what it po- 
tentially could represent. We all 
know that in the United States if 
the law of one state. New Jersey, 
purports to tax a man in Califor- 
nia, or purports to regulate busi- 
ness conduct in California, we all 
know that in the United States 


(Continued on page 8, col. 1) 
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the Supreme Court is available to | 


act ys an arbiter in this sort of 
situation. 

Internationally, is there any ar- 
biter? Would there be one if a 
real row should develop? If Ger- 
many should really bring a serious 
proceeding against Israel? Is there 
any authority anywhere to decide 
such an issue? Is there any system 
of principles and procedures any- 
where which can resolve the ques- 
tion? Where do the limits of the 
legal system of any state really 
end? Is it a free-for-all? May 
each state extend its legal power 


as far out as it chooses? Are we | 


back to the point where the only 
way to resolve this conflict is by 
conflict in the violent sense, 
that is by war between the states 
involved? 

In the Lotus case, the court 
went all around the problem and 
finally ducked it. They ducked it 
in a time-honored way, which 
American lawyers will recognize. 
The court figured out that al- 
though the collision happened on 
the high seas, the Turkish ship 
was really Turkish territory, and 
therefore the killing could be com- 
pared to a killing by a man stand- 
ing in Canada and shooting across 
the border into New York State; 
that’s a crime under New York 
law, and New York could prose- 
cute. So therefore, the court con- 
cluded could Turkey in the 


Lotus case. It was a seven to six | 


decision even on this basis. It’s the 
only thing in contemporary law 
to suggest that there might be 
some situations in which the In- 
ternational Court of Justice would 
intervene and try to exercise a 
regulating and adjusting function 
between the powers of different 
States similar to that which the 
Supreme Court of the United 
States has exercised within this 
country. 

Now, what about the question 
of the retroactivity of the crime? 


And what about the substantive | 
question at the core of the case? | 


If this did come up in an inter- 


national tribunal, would the State | 


of Israel have a valid case under 
international law, or would she 
merely be in a position where she 
might do as Cuba has done, as 
Egypt has done, in effect say: We 
are going to do this, because 
there’s no one who can stop us? 
The terms of the statute of Is- 
rael which I referred to describe 
a crime against humanity and a 
war crime. The forms of the stat- 
ute are verbatim, word for word, 
the same as those in the Charter 
of the International Nuremberg 
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| Tribunal. Futhermore, at least in 
|the case of war crimes, there’s a 
body of precedent which goes 
back at least to the eighteenth 
century, to the effect that certain 
crimes, abuses of behavior in time 
of war, recognized and called war 
crimes, may be punished by any 
State anywhere at any time. You 
will recognize, of course, that the 
Constitution of the United States 
itself embodies this. principle. 
Congress shall have power to pun- 
ish piracy and other offenses 
against the law of nations. And in 
one of the Supreme Court decis- 
ions which grew out of the prose- 
cution of one of the Japanese war 
crimes, the Supreme Court of the 
United States explicitly affirmed 
the principle that any state may 
punish war crimes wherever and 
whenever committed. As _ seen, 
war crimes may, I think, on the 
basis of doctrine as well as good 
sense and principle, be assimilated 
to slavery and to piracy as the 
kind of crime which may be pun- 
|ished by anyone anywhere. This 
then would be the state of the 
law as to the propriety of the ap- 
plication of Israel’s statute to 
Eichmann, I think, if the case 
|could ever effectively be brought 
up. 

What about the question of re- 
troactivity? This is a problem 
which is familiar in our own legal 
system and many others. I myself 
don’t consider that a really serious 
problem in the Eichmann case. 
The theory of non-retroactive 
statutes, ex post facto laws, and 
all the rest, is that you have no 
right to make criminal something 
which wasn’t criminal when the 
man committed it. Well, when 
Eichmann committed his acts, 
they were in violation of well es- 
tablished doctrines of interna- 
tional law as they then stood. 
And it would be very hard, I think, 
to suggest that Eichmann would 
be surprised to learn that murder- 
jing six million people would not 
be thought by other people to be 
/criminal. I don’t see how in any 
| substantive sense the question of 
retroactivity may be seriously 
raised. 
| Now, I told you that I would 
|say a word about the concept of 
;crime against the Jewish people 
| although I have consentrated up- 
|on the case as it appears under 
|the statutory provisions relating 
|to war crimes and crimes against 
| humanity. May I suggest that the 
[Israeli statute’s definition of 
icrimes against the Jewish people 
‘has far-reaching implications, 
|which do not appear on the sur- 
|face. Let’s consider the kind of 
|world in which we live today. 


|There are Turks living on 
ithe island of Cypress, for in- 
| stance. There are Greeks in 


Turkey. There are Pagistanis in 
India. There are Indians in Pakis- 
|tan. There are Arab refugees in 
various countries in the Middle 
| East, including, I suppose, Israel. 
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There are Germans in Russia and | of us liked it and some of us did| most interesting, most challeng- 


Germans in Poland. And although | not, but the point is we were able | ing evening for us all, and Profes- 
to do it. What happens now, if|sor Katz has—I just asked him— 
we should discover that when we/| he said he would be very happy tc 


Americans and West Europeans 
are accustomed to think of refugee 
status as something that doesn’t 
directly involve us, in a short num- 
ber of years, the world may face 
a problem of minorities of French- 
men in Algeria, or of Englishmen 
in East Africa. Indeed, we recently 
had to deal with the problem of 
a Belgian minority in the Congo. 
It was the complete confusion and 
breakdown in the Congo, and the 
clash of Russian and American in- 
terests, and the dangers of war, 
which caused the U. N. to move 
into the Congo situation and start 
the process of establishing new 
machinery and evolving new 
doctrines for coping with situ- 
ations of this Kind. In the world in 
whicn we live and the world which 
we can foresee, the problem of 
what one does about minorities, 
or majorities who suddenly find 
themselves converted into minori- 
ties, while minorities become ma- 
jorities and proceed to abuse 
other minorities who were pre- 
viously majorities, this problem 
may repeatedly affect us. The 
significance and widespread po- 
tential incidence of this danger 
has been recognized in the pro- 
posal for a so-called genocide 
treaty. 

At this point, may I leave the 
technical legal analysis and con- 
centrate on the long-range im- 
plications? We have a world in 
which by law, through the United 
Nations Charter, which is a multi- 
lateral treaty to which almost one 
hundred states are parties—the 
number keeps increasing—resort 
to war is prohibited except in self- 
defense against armed attack. 
Given the nature of modern wea- 
pons and given the size of the 
antagonists who might meet in 
a war today, all of us feel pro- 
foundly that if that prohibition 
against war or some other pro- 
hibition against war not 
made to stick, none of us have a 
very happy future or perhaps not 
a very long one. 

We therefore face the question, 
if war is outlawed, what do we 
put in its place? This is not an 
academic question, for all of the 
reasons which I have tried to bring 
home to you. The actions of states, 
the great dramatic actions which 
make the headlines, like the Con- 
go and Cuba and the Suez situ- 
ation and the Venezuelan situ- 
ation and the Dominican Republic 
and the U-2 make it clear that 
the question is anything but 


1S 


academic. 
Also serious and potentially 
dangerous, although much less 


dramatic and less visible on the 
surface of things, is the effect of 
the attempts of states to cope 
with their own economic and so- 
cial problem, who find that their 
own laws which endeavor to regu- 
late their own business enterpris- 
es, their own labor unions, their 
own farm activities, their own 
monetary systems, are ineffective, | 
because of the nature of the econ- 
omy of the world today, just in- 
effective, unless the laws also 
reach out to govern other people. 


Take the matter of the mone- 
tary system, the matter of infla- 
tion. If we should want to try to 
devise laws to make the dollar 
safe against speculation, what 
about the billions of dollars held 
by banks in many countries and 
held by central banks as their own 
reserves for their own currency? 
Must our laws, to be effective, also 
regulate these holdings? If we 
regulate dollar transfers, will we 
find ourselves regulating a part of 
the conduct of people engaged in 
business or banking throughout 
the entire world, because the dol- 


|lar has become a well-nigh uni- 


versal reserve currency? 


We might find, for instance, if 
we should have a depression, we 
might want to resort to various | 


|monetary and fiscal measures to | 
|raise employment, to eliminate | 
| unemployment, and- get business 


going again. We were able to 
adopt such measures before. Some 


undertake such a course, we might 


be in danger of upsetting the| 
monetary market, the financial | 


system and the banking system of 
many countries in Europe and 
Asia? What happens when if they 
complain to us and say, in effect: 
Please, you can’t do that? Do we 
merely reply: We’ve got to? 

How are problems of this kind 
to be worked out? These things 
are so multiplied, they occur in so 
many forms and in so many places 
it is most unlikely that they 
could be handled merely by formal 
negotiation among Governments. 

A U-2 incident, or a Venezula- 
Dominican Republic dispute, per- 
haps can be handled through such 
formal intergovernmental negoti- 
ations. Even in such cases the set- 
tlement may be hard enough, 
particularly if the governments 
involved have a profound or mu- 
tual distrust as the United States 
and the Soviet Union. By con- 
trast, however, the infinitely var- 
ied problems arising out of the 
far-flung activities of economic 
and business life, can only be 
handled if there is available an 
adequate and relevant legal sys- 
tem. When I speak of an adequate 
and relevant legal system, I mean 
not only treaties and statutes and 
principles and precedents, but al- 
so courts and lawyers. Problems of 
this sort, in the main, must be 
worked out day by day in detail. 
Unless a legal system and hard- 
working lawyers are available to 
handle the thousands of small 
“details” through which these 
problems manifest themselves, 
the details might slowly snowball 
into one big concentrated aggra- 
vation of unmanageable mutual 
irritation, that might explode. 

I am not going to offer you any 
solution. All I am saying to you is 
that this generation of Americans, 
Japanese, Indians, British, Con- 
golese and everyone else faces 
these problems. We face these 
under the shadow of the destruc- 
tive power of modern weapons. 
They represent a challenge to 
good sense and to statesmanship. 
In the terms of our own profes- 
sion, they also constitute a chal- 
lenge to legal imagination, legal 
wisdom and legal craftsmanship. 
If this challenge is met, I suggest 
that it will be done in the manner 
in which Jaw has always met its 
challenges. No one ever reared 
back and invented the common 
law. No one ever reared back and 
invented the civil law system of 
Europe. These are slow accretions, 
the product of countless tens of 
thousands of lawyers and judges 
in generation ‘after generation 
after generation, each of them do- 
ing his own job in his own way as 
it came to him in his own law of- 
fice or court, 

I venture to suggest that most 
of our profession (unless they are 
very lucky and their clients con- 
sist exclusively of rich widows 
with large estates—and even then, 
they won’t be free of these prob- 
lems because likely as not the 
client will have a villa on an Ital- 
ian lake or something—) most of 
us are going to run into these 
things. That is the way law is. I 
therefore would like to say in con- 
clusion that, as I see it, what the 
Eichmann case reveals to us is 
that each of us in his daily work, 
in his simple daily work, the things 
we think of, as dull, drudging 
jobs, is in a position where very 
lightly he touches the destiny of 
the world today. 

I thank you. 

Mr. CLAPP: This has been a 


|or would be willing to submit to 


questions, and I am sure some 
lawyers have questions in this 
audience, as well as others. 
QUESTION: I notice in the dis- 
cussion of the case that most of 
the discussion is centered with re- 
spect to civil cases. Is there no: 
sufficient parallel in the Nurem- 
berg cases, both on the question o: 
the ex post facto and on the ques- 
tion of a forum that did not exis: 
at the time of the crime, to find 


sufficient justification just in the 
Nuremberg case itself? ‘ 
PROFESSOR KATZ: I would 


think in very large degree yes 
particularly since the statute fol- 
lows the Nuremberg model. Fo: 
two reasons, really. First, the stat- 
ute of Israel is really groundec 
verbatim on the Nuremberg stat- 
ute. Just word for word. And sec- 
ond, after the Nuremberg trial: 
the doctrines of the Nuremberz 
trial were discussed in the Genera: 
Assembly of the United Nations 
and by a unanimous vote the Gen- 
eral Assembly affirmed the prin- 
ciples of the Nuremberg trials a: 
valid principles of internationa: 
law and directed the Internation- 
al Law Commission of the Unitec 
Nations to try to codify them. 
Now as you know, internationa: 
law is made the way our own leg- 
al system is made. It is made ir 
two ways. One is by treaties, which 
would correspond roughly to leg- 
islation. And the other is by wha: 
international lawyers ca! 
consensus, a universally acceptec 
practice. The customary interna- 
tional law, which you will recog- 
nize as analagous to our own com- 
mon j th 


tne 


law, is established by the 
slow development of a consensu: 
within the international commun- 
ity. So that there would be ver 
little doubt now that you have 
abundant evidence that there i: 
a consensus, not only that the 
Nuremberg principles were sounc 
principles morally—although 
that, too—but a consensus tha: 
the Nuremberg principles were 
rooted in international law as :: 
has come down to us through thé 
decades. So in that sense I think 
that is true. 


You remind me of something ! 
really should like to say. The ques- 
tion is often asked, wouldn’t it be 
better, just—however you put it— 
for Israel to turn Eichmann over 
to an international tribunal for 
prosecution? Now, the last thing 
I want to do is be in a position of 
offering opinions to the Govern- 
ment of Israel about what 
should do. I may offer such opin- 
ions occasionally to my own Gov- 
ernment. If I do, they are not al- 
ways accepted or even listened tc 
But I think as an American citi- 
zen I have a right to bellyache 
about my own Government, but ! 
have no such right with respect to 
others. But I would like to discus: 
that merely from the point of view 
of a lawyer. The question will im- 
mediately arise, what court? 


Now, people will say the Inter- 
national Court of Justice. The In- 


| ternational Court of Justice woul¢ 


not conceivably accept such a caseé 
It deals only with cases between 


states, claims by one state agains’ | 


another. 


You will say, why don’t we con- | 


struct something like the Nurem- 
berg Tribunal? I suppose you 
could. This, however, would meat 
an agreement among the United 
States and Britain and France ané 


| Germany and Poland and Czecho- 


slovakia and the Soviet Union an¢ 
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The Eichmann Case 





(Continued from page 8) 


other states. It would be a very 
long drawn-out and complicated 
affair. 


And I don’t know whether 
ll of the Western Governments 


at this particular moment would 
want to enter into this kind of ac- 


sord or arrangement with all of 


the Communist regimes. It isn’t 
the easiest thing to do. 
Incidentally, traditionally, 
ype of crime, the war crime, | 
punished only by nat 


Ex parte Quinin of 
ne Court—the case to w! 
>ferred in connection ¥ 
f the Japanese war cru 

—says that under our C 
under well e 






is, all states through thelr 

ts may punish war crimes. In- 
ed, one of the objections ed 
e persons to the Nure! 24 





Tribunal was precisely that. 
rimes should be punished by na- 
nal tribunals, and that it was 
1ot right to create a newfan 
ribunal to do it. It was tI 
nberg Tribunal which was the 
parture from prece dent. 
Now, there has been a pro 
the creation of an interna 
nal court, a age 
be charged with the 
to punish people 1 
have committed war 
S, piracy, slave trade, or any 
crime under inte 
This might well be a 
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2rna 


ctive thing to do. It doesn’t 
exist today. 
eg inati Professor Kat 
doesn’t Is rael take the _ on in 


distinguishing the Eich 
from other cases which the 1ave 
tried on the basis bea the Nurem 


tinguished 





sce othe : 
execution or in his killing of 
llion Jews and Israel is pec- 
rly the only country that n 
only represent Israel and the 
s of Israel but also the Jews 
he world who have a particu- 
stake in the final result of the 
chmann trial? 

PROFESSOR KATZ: My source 
oi information about Israel’s posi- 
tion consists of two things. One 
is the newspapers and the period- 
ls. The same sources that you 
have. The other is two conversa- 
tons I have had with a legal ad- 

visor of the Israeli Foreign Office 
= is concerned with the inter- 
national implications of the case. 
He s ‘said nothing to that effect. 

Y do gather from the news- 
papers that this position is taken 
various Israeli citizens. I do not 
mow what the official position 
of Israel will be in the actual 
andi ctment which will be brought 
against Eichmann. The only guide 

nave to what the indictment 
il) say is what the statute says, 
and the statute defines three 
gtoups of crimes, as I told you, 
es against the Jewish people, 
h might be taken to suggest 
‘hat they might possibly take the 
position you have just defined, 
aid the other two; and I would 
4y that we will not know au- 
‘oritatively what the Israeli 
Msition is until we see what the 
ndictment says. 

QUESTION: I would like to ask 
Pou a question about the first 

-acet of the case. That is the vio- 
‘son of sovereignty of the State 

< Seeaiee, It disturbs me just 
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| 2little bit that where there is in 


‘country a person who is popular 
“ the extent that that country 
%@s not wish to assert its rights 
der international law, that per- 
‘on is left without any remedy un- 
*t international law. Now, I know 
‘hat under the traditional view 
“at when you say that, question 
1 view, but some have suggested 

















that there are or ought to be 
private rights under international 
law, and I wonder if this isn’t 
an area that points up that need. 

PROFESSOR KATZ: It may well 
be. I think that the Supreme 
Court of the United States and 
the other courts who just said, 
well, this is not our affair, so to 
speak, have taken the easy way 
out. I think that is quite clear. 
You see, if Argentina had seen 

hon bring a legal proceeding 
against Israel in an international 
ae ie would have recovered 
judgment, I assume, because I 
e no evidence that Israel would 
riously have challenged the Ar- 
gentina contention interna- 
tional law had been violated. 
Israel would have conceded this, 
I think. Then Argentina would 
have ten judgment. Then Ar- 
would have run into a 
familiar to us as lawyers, 
what would the remedy be? In 
our own law the usual form of 
judgment remedy is for damages, 
you see. In certain cases, you get 
specific performance, but that 
isn’t usual remedy. 

So that Argentina’s claim might 
well be for reparations in some 
monetary amount, say fifty thou- 
nd or twenty-five thousand dol- 
for an offense against her 
reignty, and Israel might have 
aid the judgment. This would 
ll leave Eichmann precisely 
where he was to start with. 

Of course, in the world as it is 
today, people might be kidn: ape d 
who are not criminals at all. I 
can well imagine, for instance, a 
Communist regime kidnaping a 





tn 
that 


got 


problem 


th 


the 











iefected Communist and hauling 
him back for prosecution on a 
imped up charge. 

I think this is a serious ques- 
tion and it is one of the many 
questions with respect to which 
each a yurt tends to 
find its own way out. I am not 
saying “this critically, but we are 
all lawyers, we all know what 
courts do. In effect, they tend to 
say: Just what is the question 
before us? We will decide the 


question before us. And with these 
other things, that will be worked 
out some other way, you know. 

Well, as lawyers they are right, 
but it leaves a big hole in the 
contemporary world and in a 
world in which there are I don’t 
know how many millions of ref- 
ugees. All one needs is one slight 
change of events and there will 
be additional refugees in Algeria, 
French refugees. Just as there 
were Dutch refugees in Indonesia. 
In a world so full of people in 
such a fix, in a world of changing 
regimes, this is a very serious 
problem. I think it is something 
that ought to be faced. 

QUESTION: Sir, in regards to 
the retroactivity you indicated it 
is not much of a problem because 
this has been outlawed in other 
places, but inasmuch as he is be- 
ing prosecuted under an Israeli 
statute I don’t see how the fact 
that it’s a crime in shall we say 
international law or may have 
been codified in another country 
would help eliminate the retro- 
active problem in the Israeli 
statute. 

PROFESSOR KATZ: I don’t 
think it eliminates it. I suggested 
I think it affords an answer to 

I would like to try to answer 
your question under a legal sys- 
tem you and I are both familiar 
with, and that is our own. Let us 
assume there is a statute of New 
Jersey, New York, the Federal 
Government—I don’t care which 
—providing that any war crim- 
inal found anywhere within New 
Jersey or coming within New Jer- 
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sey shall be prosecuted for war| 


crimes defined in accordance with 


established international legal 
doctrine. And let’s assume the 


New Jersey statute were passed 
in 1950 and one of these fellows 
was found in New Jersey—and 
I’) eliminate kidnaping, you see 
—and he’s prosecuted in New 
Jersey under that statute and he 
challenges the statute under the 
Fourteenth Amendment. What I 
would suggest to you is that if New 


















Jersey’s argument were yes, this 
is a new stat but this statute 
is a statute which in effect is 
equivalent to that merely 
codifies the present ex 1g com- 
mon law, in case it codifies 
not the ordi present existing 
common lay it codifies war 
crimes which are a part of the 
law of nations, which by the Con- 





stitution of e United States, 
(Generess shall have 





power to 

and which by well 

precedent have been 

found to b inishable by the 
several states least since—I 


haven't trac t back before 1750, 
but it goes back at least that far 
—I would suggest that the Su- 
preme Court would say this does 
a violate the Constitution of 
> United States. 
potion as I say 
It is not an open 
But that is the 
gest it seems to me it 
answered. 
QUESTION: Professor Katz, I 
would like to address a question 


is a problem. 
and shut case. 
y I would sug- 
would be 





to the broader problem that you 
referred to generally, that of the 
development f world law to 
meet the question of elimination 
of armament, and so forth. You 
have suggested we have a 
lot to do, case by case, and prob- 
lem by problem. You have also 
suggested that there is short- 
age of time. Is there Pr alterna- 
tive to a development of a world 


] 


common law? L something 
r is there some approach by way 
yn, world legislation or 


tnere 


of legislati 


world constitutional development, 
revision of the U. N. Charter, 
anything along those lines you 


could 

PROFESSOR KATZ: I think it 
is possible, that is to say Gov- 
ernments could enter into inter- 
national conventions, to establish 
doctrines of this sort. They could 


suggest? 


devise ways and means of en- 
forcement. 
Let me make one thing clear. I 


am not suggesting that all prob- 
lems of disputes between states 
can ever be handled through law. 


We don’t handle all disputes 
through law within our own 
country, the United States of 


America. There are plenty of cases 
where there are conflicts which 
are not ever settled through ad- 
judication in any form. I suppose 
the most obvious is the strike, 
the labor disputes, where the law 
sets the limits within which the 
conflict takes place. No fraud, no 
violence, and so on. But within 
those limits we just leave it to be 
worked out. 

I can give you another illustra- 
tion which is less obvious but 
perhaps even more fundamental, 
and that’s an election. In an elec- 
tion, we decide who shall exercise 
power within the United States. 
Now, theoretically, you could try 
to do that by adjudication. I can 
ove you the formula. The form- 
and be—awfully 
ou. It isn’t any sillier, I think, 
than some of the formulae that 
I have heard offered for elimin- 
ating war. You set up nine judges, |§ 





eighteen, twenty-four, the best 
people in the country, set them 
up in a tribunal, and you give 


them a standard. You say: “We 
want you to pick as the President 
of the United States that man 
who is the wisest, the bravest, the 
truest, the most loyal, great pat- 
riot, the most experienced, the 
most patient, the strongest, et 


cetera. Those are the principles. | 


Now you apply them.” 
Now, we all know perfectly well 
that that won’t happen, it can’t 


happen. We all know that the so- | 
called principles there are just) 


words, that a court can only apply | 
principles to settle cases when | 
the principles are such that every 
participant by and large under- | 
stands them in substantially the | 
same way. That is what common | 
law does for us, and that is what 
statutory interpretation will do 
for us. By contrast, to set up a 
standard of “the wisest, the brav- 
est, the truest”, et cetera, makes | 
no sense. It is not a standard 
people can apply. People will not 
accept the result. In an election 
system, there is struggle for pow- 
er. We use propaganda, money, 
political warfare. We use every- 
thing except violence and fraud, 
which are outside the limits by 
law. Within these limits, the pro- 
eess works itself out. 

I have a right in business to 
destroy you economically, by try- 
to do a better job of selling 
my goods than you can yours. I 


ino 
ils 


must operate within limits; no 
fraud, no monopoly, et cetera; 
but within those limits I can 


fight it out with you. 

In short, all societies recognize 
there are lots and lots of large 
disputes which cannot be resolved 
by adjudication, by their very 
nature. 

What I have in mind 
job in front of us is this. In the 
first place, the larger the area of 
international disputes that you 
can bring within the sphere of 
law, the better chance you have 
of dealing with the rest of it 
through policy, diplomacy, nego- 
tiation, and so on. 

The things which we deal with 
by processes like elections or like 
Strikes or like business competi- 
tion, these things are manageable 
in part because so much of it i: 
covered by law that the rest is 
manageable. If you didn’t have 
any legal system, none of these 
things would be manageable. 

So our first problem is to find 
what can be handled through leg- 
al machinery. Beyond that, we 
have the additional problem of 
developing not law in the tech- 
nical sense, but institutions and 
arrangements for coping with 
these things. And it will be 
tough. I am not suggesting that 
we should think of this in terms 
of millenium. Remember the 
United States of America was a' 
hundred years old when we fell 
apart in the bloodiest war we 
ever had, the Civil War. There can 
be no guaranty in any constitu- 
tional arrangement against that. 
We became a republic in 1789—it 
wasn’t a hundred years, it was| 
seventy when we found that we 
couldn’t handle things except} 
through a war, and we fell apart. 
If you go through the history of 
the Roman Empire you find that 
from 180 A.D., when tie second of 
the Antonines died, to the time 
of Diocletian, about 300, about | 
120 years, the life expectancy of | 
a Roman emperor during that 
period I think was nine months. 
And they fell, you see because | 
wars were going on all the time. | 
They were called civil wars, they | 
were called revolutions. But they | 
smell as sweetly by any name. 

And, as I say, I am not talking | 
about raring back and passing | 
miracles. I am saying that the| 
more of this we can bring within | 
law, the better chance we have 
of handling the rest of it in an 
approximately sensible way. And 
the imagination which goes into 
the legal system can also go into 
the development of institutions | 
and arrangements. And when I| 


as the 





said let each of us do what he|| 


New Record In 
Complaints Of Illegal 
Business Practices 


Complaints of illegal business 
practices in the United States 
reached an all-time high during 
the year ended June 30, 1960, ac- 
cording to Commerce Clearing 
House, national! reporting author- 


|ity on tax and business law. 


The new record was achieved 
through sharply intensified polic- 
ing by the Federal Trade Com- 
mission and stepped-up enforce- 
ment by the Antitrust Division of 
the Dept. of Justice, the CCH re- 
port said. 

Complaints brought by the FTC 
against monopolistic pr: wn 
during the year totalled 157, al- 
most double the 80 brought in 
fiscal 1959. The 348 complaints 
against deceptive business prac- 
tices compared with 272 issued the 


previous year, an increase of 24 
per cent. 

Corporate mergers brought 11 
complaints in fiscal 1960, con- 


trasted with only 3 in fiscal 1959. 
Violations of the Robinson-Pat- 
man Price Discrimination Act 
continued to be the principal tar- 
get of the government in anti- 
monopoly actions. Complaints 
were nearly double those issued 
in the prior fiscal year. 
On the Antitrust Division front, 
new civil and criminal actions 
were filed by the government, a 
new record. Civ:! actions increas- 
ed to 60 during the year, from only 
23 in fiscal i959. The last recent 
high, 42, was registered in 1950. 
Practically doubled were the 
number of compliance matters 
handled by the Bureau of Consul- 
tation under new Industry Guides 
compiled by the FTC on decep- 
tive pricing, bait advertising, 
guarantees, and advertising al- 
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can, I wasn’t offering that as an 
adequate substitute for divine in- 
tervention. I was saying merely 
that as mortal men, we have the 
good fortune to be able to do 
what we can. By and large, that’s 
as far as we can get; and most of 
us don’t even get that far. That’s 
all I meant by that. 

QUESTION: In the area of re- 
troactivity, is an additional prob- 
lem posed for you by the fact 
that Israel did not exist as a 
state when these acs were com- 
mitted? 

PROFESSOR KATZ: I think 
it’s an additional problem, yes. I 
wouldn’t feel it was unmanage- 
able. 

Supposing Alaska adopted that 
New Jersey statute I was talking 
about a moment ago. Well, you 
know, Alaska has been a state a 


| short time. It doesn’t seem to me 


to be really a hurdle, although it 
is a genuine problem. I think it 


|has to be faced. 
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By Harold Kamens 
BUSINESS INCOME: In 1949, 
taxpayer was awarded a bonus 
payable in installments over a 5- 
year period by his employer, Gen- 
eral Motors. In 1950, taxpayer 
terminated his employment and 
opened his own automobile 
agency. He continued to receive 
the bonus installments through 
1954, a year in which his business 
sustained a loss. In computing 
the net operating loss carryback 
to 1954, taxpayer treated the 1954 
bonus payment ($2,000) as non- 
business income and therefore 
claimed that he was entitled to 
offset nonbusiness deductions of 


$2,000. 

Held: In computing a net 
operating loss carryback, the 
Code allows nonbusiness deduc- 


tions only to the extent of non- 
business income. The Tax Court 
rules that the bonus payment 
was business income and accord- 
ingly the nonbusiness deductions 
are not allowable. For net operat- 
ing loss purposes, wages are busi- 
ness income and the bonus was 
additional salary. It is immaterial 
that the bonus was paid for ser- 
vices performed in prior years. 
Swisher, 33 TC No. 37. 
\ * 
COMPLETE ATTORNEY COOPERATION 
SSSRE NEESER GS, Be LOWE 
& SIGLER 
ACCREDITED. PUBLIC ADJUSTERS 
o> OOF INSURED PROPERTY LOSSES 
34°. Howe N.. 4. 
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Federal Tax Notes 
BAD DEBT DEDUCTION: Tax- 


payers were partners with one 
Sparks in the business of trading 
in government bonds. After sev- 
eral losses, taxpayers elected to 
dissolve the partnership in 1946. 
Sparks refused to pay his share 
of the loss which was $27,000. 
Taxpayers claimed a bad debt 
deduction in 1946 for it. How- 
ever in the same year, taxpayers 
filed an action against him. He 
counterclaimed for $50,000, and 
the case was Settled in 1951 when 
Sparks paid $12,500 to taxpayer. 

Held: Though the government 
conceded that any judgment re- 
covered against Sparks would 
have been uncollectible in 1946, 
the court denies the deduction. 
While Sparks was judgment- 
proof in 1946, the claim was un- 
liquidated. At that time, taxpay- 
ers may have been indebted to 
Sparks. The settlement in 1951 
may not be related back to 1946, 
nor may a 1946 deduction be 
taken for a business loss. Kugel, 
DC N.Y. 12/22/59. 

LOSS IS GIFT: Taxpayer 
claimed a bad debt deduction on 
a loan to his son which was not 
repaid. There was no written 
record of the transaction. Tax- 
payer testified that he would not 
have taken steps to collect from 
his son as he would have with 
an outsider. 

Held: The court finds a gift 
was intended rather than a loan, 
although taxpayer probably 
would have taken the money back 
if the son had been able to re- 
pay. Dormeyer, DC Calif., 12/15/59. 

BASIS OF HOME: At his di- 


vorce taxpayer paid his wife $52,- | 


000. The District Court found 
that $47,000 was for her interest 
in certain real estate and is an 
addition to taxpayer’s basis for 
it. 

Held: The decision is reversed. 
Under state law, a former wife’s 
inchoate right of dower is not 
vested but a mere expectancy. 
The evidence shows the $52,000 
payment was a lump-sum general 
settlement of a marital dispute. 
The payment is not an expense 
of sale, nor is it a cost of de- 
fending or perfecting title to 


| property. Davenport Estate, (Il. 


Nat’] Bank, Ex.), CA-7, 12/21/59. 


DIVORCE LEGAL FEE: The 
attorney who filed the divorce 
suit by taxpayer’s wife was an 
old friend of both. Taxpayer 
paid him a fee of $7,500 for which 
he claimed a deduction on the 
ground that the fee was for the 
protection of his stock ownership 
in the family business that em- 
ployed him. Taxpayer said he had 
agreed he would pay the attor- 
ney $7,500 and would not contest 
the divorce if the attorney could 
persuade his wife to accept a 
financial settlement which would 
not disturb his ownership of the 
business. 

Held: The Tax Court followed 
earlier decisions that a fee to 
obtain a favorable property 
settlement in divorce is not de- 
ductible. This court reverses. The 
legal fee was paid solely to save 
valuable income-producing prop- 
erty. There is one dissent on the 
principal ground that taxpayer 
did make the payment not to pro- 
tect his own interest, but to ac- 
quire his wife’s interest. Owens, 
CA-5, 12/29/59. 
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MORTGAGE 





Forwarders Recognized 





LOANS 


Ist and 2nd MORTGAGES - RESIDENTIAL - INDUSTRIAL & COMMERCIAL 
ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE - NON-NOTIFICATION 


MORGAN CO. 


60 PARK PLACE 
NEWARK 2, N. J. 
Mitchell 2-7989 


PAYMENTS NOT ALIMONY: 
Pursuant to the terms of an 
agreeemnt incorporated into a 
divorce decree, taxpayer under- 
took to pay his former wife ali- 
mony of $250 per month. These 
payments were to be reduced by 
1/3 when each of their three 
children either attained majority 
or became self-supporting. 

Held: The Tax Court finds that 
the agreement, in effect, fixed 
the entire $250 monthly payment 
as the support of the children 
and taxpayer is accordingly de- 
nied a deduction for alimony. 
Ashe, 33 TC No. 38. 

SUPPORT OF FAMILY: Upon 
his reenlistment in the army tax- 
payer executed a family allot- 
ment of $91.30 a month from his 
military salary to provide support 
for his wife and children. The 
wife did not work and furnished 
no support for either herself or 
the children. Her father furnish- 
ed the only support in addition 
to that supplied by taxpayer’s 
allotment. 

Held: On the facts, the court 

finds taxpayer furnished more 
than half the support of his wife 
and children. Lewis, TCM 1959- 
242. 
INTEREST DEDUCTIONS: Tax- 
payer was a bank officer; his wife 
began a fraud action against him. 
He made a settlement with her 
and claims a large part of it was 
deductible interest. 

Held: The court allows deduc- 
tion of only the portion specified 
in the agreement as interest. Fur- 
thermore, legal fees paid in con- 
nection with the litigation to set- 
tle various differences between 
taxpayer and his wife involving 
his management of her properties 
as trustee are held to be non- 
deductible expenditures. fton, 
TCM 1959-234. 
ENTERTAINMENT EXPENSES: 
Taxpayer deducted about $6,000 
in each of two years for entertain- 
ment expense and argued that 
they were either non-reimbursed 
expenses of the companies he 
worked for or were incurred in his 
own trade or business of being 
corporate executive. A large por- 
tion of the contested amount was 
the cost of a Christmas party, 
Similar to those paid for by the 
company in prior years. 

Held: The Tax Court found the 
questioned expenditures were not 
required by any corporate policy 
and were not proximately or im- 
mediately related to taxpayer’s 
business as an executive. Sixth 
Circuit Court affirmed. Noland, 
Jr., cert. den. 11/9/59. 
ATTORNEY’S FEES: Taxpayer 
deducted legal fees for represen- 
tation in separation and divorce 
proceedings. His theory was that 
he might have been forced to give 
up control of his corporation in 
paying his wife a property settle- 
ment. 

Held: The court finds that the 
amount of the lump sum settle- 
ment which the wife sought was 
not so large as to require him to 
dispose of shares of the corpora- 
tion. Connelly, DC Mo., 11/18/59. 
Rev. Rul. 60-247: EXPENSES, IN- 
DEBTEDNESS, AND TAXES: A 
deduction, for Federal estate tax 

urposes, will not be allowed for 
claims against the estate which 
have not been paid or will not be 
paid because the creditor waives 
payment, fails to file his claim 
within the time limit and under 
the conditions prescribed by ap- 
plicable local law, or otherwise 
fails to enforce payment. An ex- 
ception is made in cases where 
the claim may be deemed to have 
been paid through the payment 
of a legacy in an amount at least 
equal to that of the claim. 
Rev. RU. 60-246: ADJUSTED BAS 
IS FOR DETERMINING GAIN OR 
LOSS: The Internal Revenue Ser- 
vice will follow the decision of the 
United States Court of Appeals for 
the Fifth Circuit in United States 
v. M. O. J. Corporation, 274 Fed. 
(2d) 713, in substantially similar 
cases. In this case the court held 
that the purchase by the taxpayer 
of the stock of several corpora- 
tions for the purpose of liquidat- 


ing such corporations and acquir- 
ing their ‘going business’, to be 
operated by the taxpayer with as 
litttle change as possible, was in 
substance the purchase of the as- 
sets, and that, accordingly, the 
basis of the property acquired by 
the taxpayer upon the liquidation 
of such corporations was the 
amount paid for the stock. The 
court concluded, “The justifica- 
tion for so construing the lang- 
uage of Section 112(b)(6) (of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1939) 
as to exclude the purchase of 
specific property through the pur- 
chase of stock in its corporate 
owner is that what results in the 
‘receipt by a corporation of prop- 
erty’ is not a ‘distribution in com- 
plete liquidation of another cor- 
poration’, but is in real substance 
the purchase of the property, 
which is accomplished, for reasons 
beyond the control of the pur- 
chaser, by the purchase of stock 
and dissolution of the corporate 
owner. This is just as true if ‘the 
property’ is the going business of 
the transferor as if it is a flour 
mill or oil well or other specific 
property of the transferor.” The 
acquisition of assets through the 
purchase-liquidation method in 
the instant case was by a corpora- 
tion owned by an entirely differ- 
ent group of stockholders from 
the group which owned the ac- 
quired corporations. 


Rev. Rul. 60-255: MEDICAL, DEN- 
TAL, ETC., EXPENSES: The 
amount paid by an adopting par- 
ent for medical services rendered 
directly to a child before its place- 
ment in the adopting parents’ 
home constitutes a medical ex- 
pense, provided that (1) the child 
qualifies as a dependent of the 
adopting parent at the time the 
medical services are rendered or 
at the time the expenses therefor 
are paid, (2) the medical expenses 
are paid by the adopting parent, 
or his agent, for the medical care 
of the particular child and are not 
paid merely as reimbursement for 
expenses incurred and paid by the 
adoption agency or other persons 
prior to adoption negotiations be- 
tween the agency and the adopt- 
ing parent, and (3) the adopting 
parent can clearly substantiate 
that any deduction claimed is di- 
rectly attributable to the medical 
care of the child. 

Rev. Rul. 60-256: COMMON 
TRUST FUNDS: A transfer of 
units of participation in a com- 
mon trust fund from one trust, of 
which the taxpayer is the sole 
beneficiary, to another trust, of 
which the taxpayer is also the 
sole beneficiary, does not consti- 
tute a ‘withdrawal’ of a partici- 
pating interest within the mean- 
ing of section 584(e) of the In- 
ternal Revenue Code of 1954, pro- 
vided that no funds change hands, 
there is no surrender of indicia of 
ownership, nothing is received by 
the taxpayer, and the trustee of 
the two trusts is the same. Under 
such circumstances, the basis of 
the participating units in the 
hands of the transferee trust is 
the same as it was in the hands of 
the transferor trust on the date 
of the transfer. 

Rev. Rul. 60-261: TRADE OR BUS- 
INESS EXPENSES: Legal expenses 
are deductible as ordinary and 
necessary business expenses un- 
der section 162 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954 where they 
are incurred to establish the fact 
that a municipal ordinance which 
prohibits the operation of certain 
businesses within the municipall 
limits is not applicable to the tax- 
payer’s business which had been 
conducted prior to the ordinance. 
Rev. Rul. 60-262: BASIS OF 
PROPERTY RECEIVED IN LI-- 


-QUIDATION: A new corporation 


was organized in 1955 by an indi- 
vidual for the purpose of acquir- 
ing the going business of another 
corporation. The following month, 
the new corporation purchased al! 
the capital stock of the ‘going 
business’ corporation, which had 
no stock connections with the 
above individual prior to the sale. 
Within two years after such pur- 
chase, the acquiring corporation 


(parent) liquidated its wholly- 
owned subsidiary in a transaction 
to which section 332 of the Intern- 
al Revenue Code of 1954 applies. 
The continuing corporation, un- 
der the provisions of section 334 
(b)(2) of the Code, computed a 
new ‘stepped-up’ basis for the as- 
sets acquired upon the liquidation 
of its subsidiary, based upon the 


consideration paid by it for the . 


capital stock of the subsidiary. 
Held, under these circumstances, 
since the continuing corporation 
fulfilled all the requirements of 
section 334(b)(2) of the Code, it 
is entitled to the benefits of that 
section. The fact that the con- 
tinuing corporation was originally 
organized by an individual for the 
purpose of obtaining a ‘going bus- 
iness’ would not operate to deny 
it the benefits of section 334 (b) 
(2) of the Code. In similar cir- 
cumstances the purchase of stock 
by a new corporation to acquire 
a ‘going business’ was considered 
in substance a purchase of assets 
under the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1939. See Revenue Ruling 60- 
246, IR.B. 1960-29, 53 announcing 
that the Internal Revenue Service 
will follow the decision of the 
United States Court of Appeals 
for the Fifth Circuit in United 
States v. M.O.J. Corporation, 274 
Fed. '(2d) 713. In this connection, 
the formal steps themselves are 
significant under the 1954 Code 
and the element of purpose or in- 
tent is immaterial. Accordingly, 
the continuing corporation is en- 
titled to a ‘stepped-up’ basis in 
the assets received, equal to the 
adjusted basis to it of the capital 
stock of the ‘purchase’ subsidiary 
corporation. 

Rev. Rul. 60-274: SCHOLAR- 
SHIPS & FELLOWSHIP GRANTS: 
Amounts received by teachers sel- 
ected to teach mathematics to 
their students by use of experi- 
mental text material produced 
by a school mathematics study 
group, the work of which is finan- 
cially supported by the National 
Science Foundation, are not schol- 
arships or fellowship grants ex- 
cludable from gross income but, 
rather, constitute compensation 
for services rendered which is in- 
cludible in the gross income of the 
recipients for Federal income tax 
purposes. 

Rey. Rul. 60-276: QUALIFIED 
PENSION, PROFIT - SHARING, 
AND STOCK BONUS PLANS: A 
provision in a newly established 
pension, profit-sharing, stock- 
bonus, or annuity plan provides 
for the return of employer con- 
tributions made prior to the in- 
itial determination as to qualifi- 
cation, only in the event that in 
such determination the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue rules 
that such plan is not qualified. 
Held, such a provision will not, of 





itself, prevent qualification of the 
plan and trust under section 401 
or the exemption of the trust un- 
der section 501(a) of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954. 

~ * a 

In view of the importance 
Revenue Ruling 60-301 to attor- 
neys and others engaged in the 
profession, the text of said ruling 
is published in full. 

Rev. Rul. 60-301: GROSS _ IN- 
COME DEFINED: Gains Derived 
from dealing in property. 

The decision in the case of Es- 
tate of F.G. Masquelette et al, V 
Commissioner, 239 Fed. (2d) 322 
will be followed in similar cases 
by the Internal Revenue Service 
only to the extent it recognizes 
that transferable goodwill may 
exist in connection with a sale 
of a business, the success 2 
which is not dependent solely up- 
on the personal qualifications 0: 
the owner, even though such 4 
sale does not involve the assign- 
ment of the exclusive use of the 
firm name. However, where 3 
business which is dependent sole- 
ly upon the professional skill oF 
other characteristics of the own- 
er is sold, no portion of the sales 
price may be treated as the pro- 
ceeds from the sale of goodw- 
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en n though such sale invol ves 
"yall assignment of the ri 
the exclusive use of the firm 
ame. 

The Internal Revenue Service 









145 been requested to state w 
r the decision of the Court 








ppeals for the Fifth Circuit in 
s2 case of Estate of F.G. Mas- 
uelette et al, v. Commissioner 
939 Fed. (2d) 322, affects the po- 
tion expressed in Revenue Rul- 
57-480, Cs 1957-2 2 
Revenue Ruling 37-480 States 
part, that vendible goodwil 


ittach to a particular 


right to the 








any other busi- 


dependent solely 


wnaicn is 


upon the 











professional skill 
* characteristics of the own- 
1 without a valid assign- 
t of the right to the exclu- 
use of the firm name, ni 
ion of the sales price may be 
atec 1 as the proceeds from the 
le of goodwill. 
In the Masquelette case, an ac- 
unting firm sold the “pre x 





f its El] Paso office to the fou 
partners. The contract of 

> stated that a certain amoun 
paid for the tangible assets 
the firm and an additiona 
mount was paid for such intan- 
gibles as the right to serve t 
hin a restricted area, ve 









interests in clients’ files, li 
ffice quarters, etc., and an agr 
rent by the sellers not to com- 
pete, but excluding the right 
the firm name. The Court 
] in reversing the Tax 





of the United States, con- 





uded that the _ stipulati 
ritten contract, and undisputed 


vidence required a decision th 
taxpayers sold their goodwill 
nd that this was partially effec- 
ted by their agreement not 
The fact that the 
sale specifically pro- 
the purchasers should 
use the name ‘“Masquelette”’ 
2 connection with their account- 
ng practice was not regarded as 
ontrolling. 
The Service will follow the de- 
on in the Masquelette case 
ily to the extent that it stands 
or the proposition that the exis- 
‘ence of transferable goodwill 
’ be recognized in connection 
with the sale of a business or pro- 
the success of which is 
dependent solely upon 
sonal qualifications of the 
er, even though such a sale 
not involve the assignment 
he right to the exclusive use 
: the firm name. 
It is, therefore, the position of 
i¢ Service that personal char- 
teristics or qualifications do not 
hstitute goodwill as an item of 
“dperty and do not exist in such 
xm that they can be the subject 
' transfer. Consequently, if a 
‘siness is dependent solely upon 
2@ personal characteristics and 
mpetence of the owner, no ele- 
“tnt of goodwill exists with res- 
#tt thereto and no portion of 
“¢ sale price of the business may 
* treated as proceeds from the 
~€ of goodwill, irrespective of 
“ether or not such sale com- 
“thends a valid assignment of 
“@ right to the exclusive use of 
“¢ firm name. 
Peceal the existence of 
‘ansferable goodwill may be rec- 
mized in connection with the 
*€ of a business, the success of 
ich is not dependent solely 
mon the personal characteristics 
«the owner, even though such 
*¢ does not comprehend a valid 
‘“gnment of the exclusive use 
«the firm name. As indicated 
‘ Revenue Ruling 57-480, the 
%stion whether goodwill is in- 
‘ved in the sale of a business 
‘essentially one of fact to be 
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ontract of 
ded that 
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su PERIOR. COURT 
APPELLATE DIVISION 
Febbi et al v. Bd. of Review, Div. 
Employ. Sec. (A-512-58, decided 
Jan. 4, 1961) 

Reversed Ba. Review's de- 
termination that claimants were 
alified for unemployment 
for week of Sun. thru 
re work was resumed on 
owing plant shutdown 

-e weeks, and clai nts 
c<ed Mon. and Tues., a strike 
led 10 A.M. Wed. and set- 
ithin 24 hrs., but there was 
k Fri. because of lack of 
he plant. Board had err- 


that provision of 


ol 

















ng 


43:21-5(d) which dis- 
individual for any 
ith respect to which “hi 





nployment” is due 





















page of work caused bor 
ute means where “1! m 

t any part reof,’ 

reas it means where “all his 
inemployment,” is due to stop- 
page caused by labor ite 
L se the Board’s holding that 
2 ts were not entit to 
unemployment compensation for 
; Jany’s prior Mon. to Sun 


had already 
1 paid to ecause that 

was calendar week 
hich was adopted pursuant to 


which 
them, | 


Wee, 


within 





N. J. S. A. 43:21-19(q) as Div’s 

nstruction of week as used in 
N. J. S. A. 43:21-5(d) ) in which 
there was a work stoppage caused | 


abor dispute was erroneous 
Trenton v. State Div. of Tax Ap- 
peals et al (A-466-59, decided Dec 
29, 1960) 
determinati of 
of Tax Appeals ordering 
n of 1958 and 1959 tax 
ments against pro- 
rider College 
been unsuc- 
application: 
changes in 


and me- 








levied 
owned by 
-ollege had 
in previous 
exemption, 
dorate structure and 
if operation have brought 
it within test of Kimberly School 
v. Montclair, 2 N. J. 28 (1949), 
college not conducted for profit 
N. J.S. A. 54:4-3.6). Chief among 
the elimination of the 
separate “endowment” fund con- 
ing of surplus profits which 
might be expended as board de- 
termined and the institution of 
the “fund” accovnting method 
which is commonly used by non- 
profit educational institutions. 
College did make “profits” during 
these two years and it is not 
fundamentally ‘charitable or 
philanthropic,” but that test has 











as 


these is 


O29 l4dls 





been abandoned in favor of one:,; 


recognizing that dominant mo- 
tive to foster education may co- 
exist with intention not to lose 
money so long as any surplus 


realized is not diverted to non- 
institutional uses. 
Martinique Realty Corp. v. Hull 


et al (A-694-59, decided Dec. 29, 
1960) 

Full digest on page 1. 
Mikrut v. Pellow (A-656-59, de- 
cided Jan. 3, 1961) 

Full digest on pa 

SUPERIOR COURT 
LAW DIVISION 

Szezesny et al v. Vasquez ( Middle- 


ive ya 


sex Co., Docket No. L-4943-57, de- 
cided Dec. 29, 1960 
Full digest on page 2. 





Georgetown Law 
Center Alumni Forming 





Association 

lumni from 
the Law Center met 
recent] é f meeting 
to arrange plans for the formu- 
lation of a law sch ilumni as- 
sociation. The first regular busi- 
ness meeting of the association 
will be held in March at a date 
to be announced. At that time 
the general membership will vote 
on the adoption constitu- 

tion and bylaws 
Preparatory to this first gen- 
eral meeting, certain -ommittees 
have been appointed function 


on an ad iterim basis. Chairmen 
appointed were: 


Constitution and LWS 
Edward Farré« 

Program—James D. Butler 

Bar examination Committee 


Gerald T. Foley, 
Faculty Liaison—J 
Publicity—William 


Members of 


JY. 
1 Frohling 
J. Gearty 


Alumni of 





Georgetown who are interested 
in joining the association are 
urged to contact ny yne of the 
following member: the mem- 
bership committe J yseph Hig- 
gins, Elizabeth; John Frot hling, 
Newark; Robert J. Citrino, Nutley; 
Stanley Perwin, Newark; Vincent 
Iacopino, Union; Williz 1m Lyons, 
Elizabeth. 
Announcement 

Roy E. Weltchek, Robert T. 
Weltchek and Ernest Prupis have 
become members of the firm of 

eltchek & Weltchek 570 North 
Broad Street, Elizabeth, joining 


Lawrence L. Weltchek and Harry 
Weltchek. 























determined in each case in the 
light of all the surrounding cir- 
cumstances. 

It follows from the above that 
Revenue Ruling 57-480 was not 
intended to approve the concept 
that the professional skill, ability, 
integrity and other personal 
characteristics of the owner may 
qualify as that item of property 
called goodwill. 

Accordingly, Revenue Ruling 
57-480 is hereby clarified to re- 
flect the view that where a busi- 
ness which is dependent solely 
upon the professional skill or 
other personal characteristics of 
the owner is sold, no portion of 
the sales price may be treated as 
proceeds from the sale of good- 
will even though such sale in- 
volves a valid assignment of the 
right to the exclusive use of the 
firm name. That ruling is further 
clarified to reflect the view that 
the existence of transferable 
goodwill may be recognized in 
connection with the sale of a 
business, the success of which is 
not dependent solely upon the 
personal characteristics of the 
owner, even though such sale does 
not comprehend a valid assign- 
ment of the exclusive use of the 
firm name. 


STATE OF WALTER AKINS, deceased 

Pursuant to the order of )/AVID H. WIEN 
ER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, thie 
made on the application of the under- 
wie Adininistrate eased 
souce is hereby given to the credi tors of 
aid deceased to exhibit to the subscriber 
under oath or affirmation. their claims and 
Jemands against the estate of said deceased 
witbin six months from this date, or they wil! 
be forever prosecuting or 
recoverir the subscriber 
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
OERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presente mey come, 

Greeting 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in ~ office that 

JU -KE-I CORP 

whose principal 
763 Ocean Avenue, in 


a corporation of this Ghats 
office is situated at No 
the City of Jerser Citr, Co of Hudson, 
State of New Jersey Jesse A. Sullivan, 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the iseuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
tate of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 


inty 


Certify that the said corporation did, on the | 


Thirtieth day of December, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed ‘and attested consent 
fo writing to the diesolution of said cor- 
poration, erecuted by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
to my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHERBEOF. |! 


have hereto set my hand end af- 
fixed my official seal. at 
this Thirtieth day of December. 
(Seal) <A.D., one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Beorstary ef State. 
La Jan.. 12: 324, 2 oe $21.60 


LEGAL NOTICES 





Dated: January 4, 19€1 
ESTATE OF ROBERT J. CROCKETT. 
deceased 
Pursuant ~tq_ the order of DAVID H. 
WIENER, Surrd®tte of the County of Esser, 
this day made on the application ef the| 
undersigned, Executor of said deceased, | 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
aid deceased to exhibit to the subscriber, 


nder oath or affirmation, their claims and 
nds against the estate of said decease 
Y nths from this date, or they 







a 


ar barred from prosecuting or 
recovering we same against the subscriber. 
AUL ¢. CORWIN 


CHAZIN & ¢ MHAZAN, Attorneys 
Jour 
Jersey City 6 N < 
I d i. 19-2 Feb. 2. 9 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presente man come, 

Greeting - 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfrction, 
by duly authenticated record of the procreed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock 
holders, deposited in my office that 

HAMILTON PARK HOMES, INC. 
a corporati n ee pope whose princi al 


office 






e « Je (Charles 3s r 
ring the ‘ome thesein and in charge thereof, 
npen whom process may be served), has 
counpite d with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the iswning 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Herehy 
Certify that the «sid corporation aid, on the 

rtieth day f December, 1960, file in 
my office a duly exec ted and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office aa provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
pane my official seal, at Trenton 














Thirtieth day of December, 
(Seal) ; D., one thousand nine bundred 
and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State 
E..d3 J IZ 19. 26 $21.60 
} X COUNTY COUR 
IVISION CIVIL 
NUMBER 
vil Ac ! 
JUDGMENT 
I MATTER OF THE APPLICATION 
scene H uve t ) 
x | 
g i . 
J ey i ! 
‘ ! { 1 1 
t Ww 
I 1 it “ that 
st BALS2 1. and 
I Court ? 1 
I ‘ Iu onl 
Ive t we Joln 1 he 
; 1 pap ets 
iH 1 fter 
f this 
J Jersey 
I J s r 
I t d 
£ r ( con 
the Jude f State 
+ ' S te 
Re I ' je and 
1 
s TOSEPH ¢ LYONS 
J iv SSOX t ( 
\ LOTION © 
' Stant bsq 
4 Ap t 
L.d J 2 $8.2 
SYATE OF NEW JERSEY 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
Yo all to whom these presenta may come 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed 
for the voluntary dissvlution thereof 
» unanimous consent of all the stock 
olders. deposited in my office that 
SHACKAMAXON HOMES, IN¢ 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
fhi« 16 _Stanf rd Ave 







and n charge 

‘ may be served) 

it ents of Tit 

s Revised Stat 
Jerse liminary to the is 





s Certificate of 
“sow THEREFORE, I, 
State of the State of New Jersey, 
Comtify that the aaid corporation did. on the 
Thirtiett December. 1460, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
weration. executed by all the stockholders 
therenf. which said consent and the 
vf the proceedings aforesaid are now 
Tn my said office as provided br law 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF 1 

have hereto set my hand and af- 


Dissolution 


Do Hereby 


record 
on file 


fixed my official eeal. at Trenton 
this Thirtieth day of December, 
(Seal) A.D.. ng thousand nine hundre 
and aix 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Rerretary of Atate. 
J Jan. 12. 19. 26 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOTLTTION 
To all to whom these presents may come 

Greetina: 

WHEREAS, It arpeara to my satisfaction 
by duly anthenticated record of the nrmceed 
‘ngs for the voluntary diasalntion thereof 
hy the unanimous consent of al! the stock 
holders, dennsited tn mv office that 


LOCH REALTY CORP 
a corporation of this State. whose princinal 
office is situated at No. 1139 East Jersey 
Street. in the City of Elizabet County of 
Tnion, State of New Jersey (Benny A. 
Imdek being the agent therein and in 


charge thereof, upon whom process may es 
served), has complied with the requiremen 
of Title 14, Corporations, General, of ene 
Statutes of New Jersey. preliminary to the | 
— of this Certificate of Dissolution. | 
OW, EFORE, I. the Secretary of | 
umn ef the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby | 


Certify that the eald corporation 414. on the | 
Fifth day of January.» 1961. file in my 
offiv-e a duly exeented and attested seg 


'n writing to the dissolution of eaid 
roration, executed by al! the stoekhonters 
thereof. which said consent and the recom 
f the nroceedings aforesaid are now on file 
'r mv enld office ae nrovided br law 
™ TESTIMONY WHFERFOF. 1! 
have hereto set my hand and af | 


fixed mv official sea! at Trenton 

this Fifth dar of January. A.D.. 
(Seal) one —— nine hnndred and 

sixty- 

FDWARD J. PATTEN | 

Recretary of State. | 
L..3.—Jan. 12. 19. 28 £21.60 





the Secretary of | 








A Dependable 


ervice For 
Lawyers 


Our Representatives 
Cover Daily— 


In Trenton 


The Offices of the 
Supreme Court 
Superior Court 
Secretary of State 
U.S. District Court 
Workmen’s Compensation 
State Tax Department 
Attorney General 
Bureau of Vital Statistics 
All other State Offices 


In Bergen, Essex, Hudson, 
Passaic and Union 
Counties 
County Clerk’s Office 
Register 
Surrogate 
County Clerk’s Vault 
Register’s Vault 
Sheriff’s Office 
Surrogate’s Vault 
Referees in Bankruptcy 
Chancery Division Chambers 
Compensation Courts 
All County Courts and Offices 
Municipal Courts and Offices 


District Courts 


All Parts of the District Courts 
in the Counties mentioned. 


Services We Perform— 


Ascertaining corporate name 
availability and corperate in- 
formation 

Service of papers on attorneys 

Filing and delivery of papers, 
files, etc. 


Obtaining information and data 
Abstracting dockets 


Searching and abstracting trade 
names, corps., chattel mtgs. 
estates, etc. 


Procuring Forms or Rules 
Marking District Court cases 


Obtaining police and hospital 
reports 


Messenger Service 


Our messenger calis at your 
office daily for your instructions 
and requests on forms provided 
by us. 


Reports 


A prompt report is given you 
on each request you make. 


THIS SERVICE IS AVAILABLE 
TO YOU FOR A NOMINAL 
MONTHLY CHARGE 


Serving the Bar of New Jersey 
For Over 30 Years 


NEW JERSEY LAWYERS 
SERVICE 


240 Mulberry Street, 
Newark 2, N. J. 

















Announcement 








The firm name of Palmer &| 
Heaney has been changed to Pal- 
mer, Heaney and Gaus with the! wood, was dissolved by mutual this day’ made on the application of tne 
addition of David S. Gaus as a! agreement on the 31st day of De- 'xdersikned. Executor of said deceased, 
partner. The firms office will con- | 
tinue at 35 Olcott Sq., Bernards- 











UEPARTMENT OF STATE 


NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL, THURSDAY, JANUARY 12, 1961 





Announcement tt 


LEGAL NOTICES 


LEGAL NOTICES 





N. J. L. J. Index Page 24 





LEGAL NOTICES 





WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 


notice 1s hereby given to the creditors vf 
cember, 1960. Charles W. Syman- | said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber, 


ski will continue in private prac- 2d¢F oath 


or affirmation, their claims and 
jemands against the estate of said deceased | 


tice at the same address. A.) within six months from this date, or they 
yili be forever barre Tom prosecuting or | 

eS —. oe ccmcuaien te same against the subs a aig 
cea aS l1agewoo ve., 


OF NEW YORK 
ORMOND & DIPPEL, Attorneys 














OF DISSOLUTION 
all to whom these presente may come, 














It appears to my satisfaction, | 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
the voluntary dissolution thereof | , 
unanimous consent 


( . DOs ce th : 
holders, deposited in my office that Ww VHERDAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 


by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
for the voluntary dissolution thereot IN THE 2 TER OF THE APPLICATION 
by the unanimous ge of all = stock- | (>} SLIZ 


a corporation of this State, whose principal 


. County of Hudson, 


served), has complied with the requirements 
7 , Corporations, General, of 
Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the 


Gartiinete of tasolation. being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 


upon whom process may be served). has 
. complied with the requirements of Title 14. | an 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby Garobeainke: Gesecet. 


Certify that the said corporation did, 


of Revised Statutes 
preliminary to the issuing | N 
’ ¥|of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
a duly executed and attested consent N 

writing to the dissolution State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
“hirti December, 1960, file in 
wy office a duly executed and attested consent 
i the dissolution of said cor- 


said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
said office a provided by 


which said consent and the record | 


set my hand and af- 
i of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


set my hand and af-| 


day of December, 1 
— thousand aine hundred | ; 
PATTEN. | 

State, | 
26 


Secretary of State. 





DEPARTMENT OF STA ys 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
NT OF STATE 
schon hr pel STATE OF NEW JERSEY 

whom these presents may come DEPARTMENT OF STAT 


It appears to my satisfaction 
authenticated record of the 


“whom process may be se 
requirements of Title 


‘Oo, 253 Passaic Avenue, 
Caldweli, County of 
Jersey (John R. Hig 
agent therein and 





ng of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
complied with the 


that the said ——- did. 





peg to the issuing of this Certiticate | 





3 ember, 1960, file in 
2a duly executed and attested consent 
dissolt ution 





consent aud the recora 
vedings aforesaid are now on Aly 
ice aS provided by law 


“thousand nine hundred 
—_ PATTEN, 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

presenta may come, 


It appears to my satisfaction NE Ww _— us STATI OF NEW JERSEY 
authenticated record of the proceed OF s I 4 STATE 
7 f DISeOL U ION 

presents may come,'| To 





It appears to my satisfaction. Ww fei oR BE 
record of, the proceed- 
dissolution thereof 











| Batis the agent ther rein and 





spanuinements of Title 14, 


preliminary to the issuing 
o : Disselution. 

executed and attested consent 
i » of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
» said corporation did, on the 
fF December, 1960, file 
and attested consent 


my office a duly executed 
iti dissolution of said cor- 


© proceedings aforesaid are now 
said office as provided by 


consent and the record 


provided by law. 











OF NEW JERSEY 


530 Broad Street 
———— a | Newark <; J. 
LEGAL NOTICES | L.J.—Jan. 5, 12, 19, 26, Feb. 2 
JERSEY 
OF STATE ESSEX COUNTY COURT 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION LAW DIVISION 
i these presents may come, I ET NO 





JCDGM ion T 


ed IC sips LA MEUTEN, 





oftice 


JRLING LAND. IMPROVEMENT co. For ears HV Ie TORI A PIERCE 
a corporation of this State. whose principal 


9 Clinton Street, _ LIZABETH VICTORLA MEUTHE 
County of Essex, | this Sth day of January, 3061. ie 
(Alfred Rowe tiv Yourt by EY \ f > 





r to assume the 
“Vic “TORIA PIERCE. 
ourt that sne has 


the Secretary of | 
the stockholders 

ed by law. 
WHEREOF, I 


seal, at Trenton. 


$21.60 | 


CERTIFICATE OF DIS 





It appears to my satisfaction, | 79 gil to whom these presente may come, 
uy duly authenticated record of the proceed , | 
dissolution thereot 
py the unanimous consent 
office that 
4E, INC. 





S, It appears to my satisfaction, 

uthenticated record of the proceed- 

dissolution thereof 
f all the stock- 

that 

a) 

whose principal 

‘ry Street, 


of all the stock 
















whose princina! 


James 
» thereof, 
memed). has 
ments of Title 14, 
Revised Statutes 
the issuing 


whom process 









rnom 


Corporatious, Gen 
with 


of New Jersey, 








the Secretary ot 
Jersey, lho Hereby | ,° 
on the | (sc) 










~ said cor 
the tockholders 





WHiREOF, 
my baud and af- 
seal, af ‘Trenton 
day of December 


$21.60 Te 2, 19, 26 21 





TMENT OF 


CERTIP ICATE 
mt 











FF DISSOLT 
3¢ resents may 





Greetin 





of all the stock- 













ottice that 1 in my 
CORP g TOOL & MANU 
whose principal COMPANY, 1D 
7 Academy Street, |) a cory this State. w 
‘ounty of Essex, f at N 194 





“(Irving L. Hodes 
in charge thereof, 
be served). has 





and ir 
ay be served). has 


Revised Statutes of 





ulrements 


the Secretary of 







Secretary of 


De » Here 






the stockholders 


are now on file 
ft pr li id are now on file 
WHEREOF, I tn my said off s provided br law. 

TIMONY WHEREOF I 





set my hand and af IN TE 
ici seal, at Trenton, have hereto set my hand and ,at- 
y of December, fix od my official seal Trent 
thousand nine hundred Thirtieth 4d 
(Seal) 1 'D ne 
PATTEN, and sixty 
‘tate, D J. PATTEN 








DISSOLUTION 


It appears to my satisfaction 
presents may come, 


authenticated record of the proceed 


rolu ry dissolution 
voluntary On t appears to my satisfactio 


authenticated record of the vaael: 
] y dissolution thereof 


office that 





e rrpora tion of “this 











J ie s § 
rements of Title 14. 








Disankanion: of 


Sts 
the said picasa Jersey, Do Hereby 





een ube or, 1960, file 
> a aul ¥ executed and attested cons 











Secretary of State. 


JERSEY STATE OF NEW_ JERSEY 
STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF a ae 

111 to whom these presents may come, 












of all the stock- 


CENTER 
w hose pr 














Re vised Statu tes 
» the issuing 
lution. 

e Secretary of 
ser, Do Hereby 
yn did, on the 

1960 file n 
ttested 

of sa 


stock 


Revised Statutes 
to the issu 





4 
the Secretary of NOW THE! R 


ration did, on the 









ion of said cor- 


the stockholders 

















and the record and the reeord 
are now on file } Ap re: aid are now on file 
ed by law. in my said office as provided by law 
WHEREOF I IN TESTIMONY WHFEREQF I 
my hand and af- have hereto t my hand and af- 
seal. at Trenton, fi my al seal. at T on 
2 of December. Thi day of December 
thousand nine hundred Seal) A a ae usand nine hundred 
an sixt 
PATTEN, | EDWAR D 3. PATTER: 
State, Secretary of State 


$21.60 ' 1..3.-Tan. 12. 19. 26 S21 40 


TATE oF BDUttgd; December 28. 1960 | 
; : ATE OF EDWA . MULLE 5 
ership of Symanski & ‘S7ATY ° 0 ea 


Jagoe, 45 North Broad St., Ridge- Parent to the order ot DAVID H. | 


UNITED STATES TRUST COMPANY 








f Hudson, | 

















in writing 


thereof. wh 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT UF sialb | 
OERTIFICATE UF DISSULLLION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greetimg: 5 
WHiEKLAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 


nid duly authenticated record of the vroceed- | 
|} ings tor the voluntary dissolution thereot 
| by the unanimous consent of ~ hog stock- 


holders, Gepusiled my oltice 
PULNIER TRUCKING CORPORATION 

a corporation of this State, whuse principal 

office is situated at No. 244 Poinier Street, 

in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 

State of New Jersey (Kalman Kovacs 


being the agent therein aud in charge tuereof, | 
upou whom process may be served), has/| 


complied with tue requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Kevised Statutes 
ot New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
ut this Certiucate of Dissulution. 

NOW, LHLKEPORE, 1, the Secretary of 


State of the State of New Jersey, Vo Hereby | 





that the said corporation did, on the 
ieth day of December, 1960, file in 
my otiice a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 


poration, executed by ail the stockholders 
| 


thereot, which said consent and the record 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now on fle} 
:| Mu my said office as provided by law 


IN TESTIMUNY WHERKEOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
tixed my Official seal. at Trenton, 
this Thirtieth day of December, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and ‘sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
secretary of State, 
L.J.—Jan. 12, 19, 26 $21.60 





STATE UF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE UF DISSULUTION 
To Gh tu whom these presenta may come, 

Greeting: 

WHELKEAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated revurd uf the proceed- 
wugs fur le Voluntary dissclution tkereof 
oy the Unabimeus culsent of all tae stock 
uvlders, depusited in my oMce that 

RUMAR CORPORATION 


| a corporation of this State, whose principal | 


office is situated at No. 744 Broad Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 


| State of New Jersey (Alan V. Lowenstrtin 


Uelug Lhe agent therein aud ip CBarge Luere- 
vt, upon Wum process may be served), Bas 
complied with the requirements of Litie 14. 
Corporations, General, of Kevised Statutes 
st New Jersey, preliminary Ww the issulng 
of this Certincate of Uiseoiution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, 1, the Secretary of 
Slate of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
ify that the said corporation did, on the 
ieth day of December, 1960, file in 
wy otfice a duly executed and attested consent 
u writing to the disseiutlon of said cur- 


e 





| poration, executed by all the stocknolders 


thereof, which said consent and the recora 


iT the proceedings aforesaid are now on fie |; 


n my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand aad af- 
fixed my official seal, at ‘I tun, 
h Thirtieth day f§ De : 

one thousand nine hundred 

nd sixty. 

EDWAKY J. PATTEN, 

Secretury of State 


Jan. 12, 19. 26 $21.60 








STATE ¢ NEW JERSEY 
DBPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSULUTION 








To ali to whom these vresenta may come 
It appears to my aatisfaction 
lenticated record of the proceed 
voluntary disselution thereot 
neous consent all the etock 
ra denosited in aay fc e that 


2ASANT SECURITIES CO. INC. 


NOW. THEREFORE, 1. the Secretary of 


State of the State of New Jersey. lio Hereby 





‘ortify thet the said ~orpora tt n did. on the 








of December, 1960, f in y 
executed aud at tested consent 
the disaslution of said cor 


ecuted by all the stockhoidere 

ich said consent and the record 

the pr eed ngs aforeaald are now on file 
ny sofa office as vided by law 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF Y 

have eto set mv hand 

fixed 














(Seal) A.D., one thoasand nine bundred anc 
sixty 
LPWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State 

Jar 12, 19. 26 $21.60 
STATE Of NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


To ali to whom these presenta may come 


Greeting 

WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfaction 
oy duly authenticated record of the proceed 
ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 


hy the nnoanimous consent of all the etock 
t 
a 


iders, denosited in mv office that 
CREEDIN CORPORA TION 
f State 10se principal 
at N Main Street, 
>rson, County of Passaic. 
> f Jersey (Martin Krugman 
ing the agent ‘thetels and in charge thereof 
Ipon who process may be served), bas 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
ry» ration 1s, General. of Revised Statute. 
f New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 





















yf this Certificate of Dissolution. 


NOW. THEREFOR E. I, the Secretary of 


State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 





fy that the said corporation did, on the 
eth dar of December, 1960, file in 
tice a dt ly executed and attested consent 
the dissolution of said cor- 
wration, exeented by all the stockholders 
*h said consent and the record 
f the proceedings af toresaid are now on file 











in my said office as provided by law. 


IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af 
fi my official seal, at Trenton 

h da of December. 
one thousand nine hundred 





Seal 
and_ sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of 8&tate 
Jan. 12, 19, 26 $21.60 





ESSEX COUNTY COU RT 
LAW DIVISION 
DOCKET Nt 
CIVIL ACTION 

NOTICE OF HEARING 


IN THE MATTER OF SiS = Ics ATION: 
OF ACHILLE FICTC IELL 
FRIEDA i 


ROS A 






FICTC IELIO 












) 
MA FIC CCTELLO 
ano. Esqs 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
WAKTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE UF DISSULUTLUN 
To Git to whom these presents may come, 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolutwn tmereor 
by the unanimous consent of ali tie stock- 


ted in my office that 


PRESCOTT PAINT COMPANY 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 26 Cornelison Avenue 
in the City of Jersey City, County of Hudson 
New Jersey (E. F. Norton, Jr 
betes the agent therein and in charge thereor 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Kevised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certincate of Disso.ation. 

NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Lu Hereby 
Ceraify that the said corporation did, on the 


of December, 1960, file in 


my office a dul y executed and attested consent 
lu writing w the dissolutiun of sald cor- 
executed by all the stockholders 
toereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
‘n my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHERBEOF, I 

have hereto set my hand and at- 

fixed my official seal, at Trenten, 


Thirtieth day of December 
one thousand nine hundred 


and sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATIYEN, 
Secretary of State. 


19, 26 $21.6 








STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPAKTMENT OF STATE 
CERILIFICATE UF DISSULUTION 
16 $0 whom these presents may com: 


WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly autucnticated record of tue vrovee.. 


voluntary dissulution therev! 


unanimous cousent of all the setock- 
. deposited in my office that 

KELS CLEANERS AND DYERS 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
ed at No. 595 Broad Avenue, 
cman 4 of Ridgetield, County of 
State of New Jersey (Harold 8 


the agent therein and in 
upon whom process may be 


| served), Bas complied with the requirements 
|of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Ke- 
Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary 
to the issuing of this Certiticate of Dissoiu- 


NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary 
State ef the State of New Jersey. Vo Hereby 
that the said corporation did, on the 


of December, 1960, file in 


y ottice a duly executed and attested consent 
lm writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
executed by all the stockholders 
which said consent and the rex 
of the proc eedings aforesaid are now on file 
_ Office as provided by law. 
TESTIMUNY WHEREOF, 
have hereto set my hand and af- 


ofc jal seal, 
ieth day 
oue thousand 





and sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
hae t fa of State. 


19, 26 $21 





th is State. whose praseien! | _ 
t 3s Broad 





ath “pti 


Sta . rsey, 
“that the ral 4 OPT tion did, 


as vided by la 
TESTIMONY WHEE 
hereto set my hand 


mr offic ial — at 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
MICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
to whom these presents may 









It to my satisfac 


v 











sie th: ome nine 


d sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 


Secretary of State 


19. 26 $21.6 





a _corporation of this State, whose prin 
ituated at No. 77 River S$ 
f ec »boken 





ptm may be served). 
with the requirements of Title 
Genera!. of Revised Stati 





exernted by al! the ph. A 
which said consent and the 
nroceedings aforesaid are now on fle 
office aa provided br law. 
TESTIMONY WHEREOF 
hereto eet my¥ hand and a 
Coal ne 





EDWARD J PATTEN 


Recretaru of State. 
1. 32 40 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
I whom these presents may com, 


. It appears to my satisfaction 

by duly authenticated record of the proeeed- 

voluntary disaolution thereof 

by the unanimous consent of all th stock- 
j deposited in my offlce that 


MAINTENANCE CO. 









preliminary to the issu 


Certificate of Dissolntion 
NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
of the State of New Jersey. Do Herebr 
+ that the said corporation did b 


Devemb er, 1960. 
ited and atte sted cx 
dissoluti 











inst the snbs 
THE HOW <RD SAVIN 
pray s BINGH AM. 


20. Jan. 5 


Dated: December 8. 1950 
WIN COLES. deceased 
er DAVID H 













Att 































ne Dm aww 
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY CERTIF IC ATE > OF AMENDMENT OF 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE CERTIFI * INCORPORATION 







FIC ATE OF 
ot tEFERRED 


CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears 
duly authenticated rec 
the voluntary 


STOCK 


t 


) my satisfaction 
rd of the proceed 
di ti 


880.uUt1 


for 
for 


conat 
in my 
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imous 
sited 
OAKWOOD RE. 
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LEGAL NOTICES 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
| fo all to whom these presenta may come, 
} Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
| py duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
























ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
»y the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
1olders, deposited in my office that 
KOTELL, INC. 
a eorporation of this State, whose principa 
| ftice is situated at No. 54 Mapes Avenue. 
hin City of Ne k, County of Essex, 
1S > of New Jersey (Fannie Kalisch 
ing the agent thereio and in charge thereof, 
ipon whom process may be served) bas 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
‘orporations, General of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
| of this Certificate of Dissolution 
| NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
| $tate of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
| Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Iwenty-eighth day of December, 1960 in 
my a duly executed and attested consent 
a ng to the dissolution of sald cor 
oration, executed by all the stockholders 
hereof, which sald consent and the record 
f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
my said offi as provided by law 
IN TESTIMONY WHER 
have hereto set my hand 
fixed my official sea at 
this Twenty-eighth day of 
(Seal) ber, A.D., _ thousand hur 
dred and 


Sixty. 
EDWARD J “DATTEN. 
Secretary of State. 




















om opt ssn served). has 
W the req ts of Title 11 
‘ ns. tevised Statutes 
\ minary to the issuing 
th of Dissolution 
NOM i ek. f RE I, the Secretary of 
State the ve rsey, Do Hereby 
it the s oration did, on the 
Iwent sith da Iwcember, 1960, file in 
ny offi rv duly execrt ind attested consent 
1 Wr x to solution of said cor 
t xecu vr a the stockholders 
th vhich neent and the record 
of the eed s esaid are now on file 
im my said « provided by lav 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have herete set my hand and af 
fixed m official seal, at Trenton 
this Twenty-eighth day of December 
Seal) 1D one thousand nine hundred 
ind = sixt 
EDWAR i) J. PATTEN, 
Secretar of State, 

Bad Jan. 5 12. 19 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JE i Y 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 

CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLU TION 
Hl to when ti U esents may come 
Greetina 
WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfacti 
ful tithenticated cord of the proces! 
gs fo th vo tu dissolution thereof 
the n us msent of all the stock 
rs. dep t in mm ffice that 
TEDCO ASSOCTATES. INC. 
rat of this State. whose principal 
flies t d North Broad 
Street, in the ¢ th, Connty of 
Union State (Saul Cohen 




















went n ember. 1960 
1 ftiee a duly exe ted and attested consent 
writing ft t 1 t sai 
consent 1 
p f aid are now on file 
provided by law 
MONY WHEREO! 1 
‘ ! » set hand and af 
fixed n offic seal, at Trenton 
this Twenty-se + iy of Decem 
Ss he A.D ! thousand nine hur 
lrad and ret 
PATTYEIN 
1 lan 12. 19 $21.80 
STAT OF EW | tSEY 
DEPART VUEN OF STATI 
‘ CERTIFI ATE OF DISSOLUTION 
I thom Ose sents may ne 
(jreetin 
WHERE AS it 1etior 
+} a sraceed 
Ps ta thereof 
th stock 
AMERICAN METAT TREATMENT 
COMPANY 





Street 


















Elizahet Tnior 
St Jersey (Ph Osterman 
therein and thereof 

wat : ed). has 

‘ ent of Title 14 

( ’ f R ed Statute 
19 the iesnir 

Visco Nn tlor 

Ow “THE RE FORE. I. the Secretary of 
of the State of Ne Jersey, Do Flerehy 

fy that the said ration did. on th 

I r ighth day of December. 1960. file in 
] and attested consent 
Intion of said cor- 
the stockholders 
cons ee and the record 
aforesaid are now on file 

office as provided by law 

TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I 
t my hand and af- 

at Trenton 

of December 
nine hundred 

sixty 
Eb WARD J. PATTON 
Secretary of State 
E.J Jan. 5, 12, 19 £21.60 
Dated: December 27, 1960 
| ESTATE OF JANE G. SWAIN, deceased 

Pursuant to the order of DAVID 4H. 


test 
weing the agent 4nd in charge thereof, I 
upon whom process y be served), has Ss std 
z led i the re; ts of Title 14, s 
Genera: f -vised Statutes 
) ’ t the issuing 7 3 
» Secretary of ss 
ey, Do Hereby | ~ ‘ ~ 
at t did. on the bagel age 
duly execu * 
tu the diss ‘in 
rat xecuted by a ‘ 
re eh said cons d Ml - 
f ihe proceedings aforesaid 
a ee ; ; LiIFUATE OF CHANG! 
ar af % MELO CO 1N¢ se 
1 ‘ n reby 
e hu e , Rote : 
p 
60 ‘ i 
ua dos 
PlON P 
may come hav 
tisfaction 
5 T proceed x .) 
Legs iiss tion therevf 
y t t a the steck ” 
101 de 1 iE T fice that W es W 1 
STETLER WI + OO this certifica 1 
a corpor ation of this State, whose principal inds of s Presider 
itt is sit Commerce Street, 20th d Tew er 
ity ' : y Essex, Wi c wi 
f New Jersey Ee H Yauch, Jr } G. Shuld Ass 
being the agent therein and in charge tuereof Sea 
upon wiom process may be served). has \ 
‘omplied with the requirements of Title 14 - GS le Asst. Seer 
Corporations, General. of Bevised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
of this Certificate of Dissolution : : s 
NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of COUNTY OF ESSEX ) 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby : 
Certify that the aaid corporation did. on the B ibered, that on this 21st da 
Thirtieth day of December, 1960, file in my A.D. 1960 before me, th 
otfice a duly executed ond attested consem ~'!''s personally appeared E. G. Shulder 
in writing to the disselution of said cor- of the meloid Co... Inc 
poration, executed by all the stockholders | Te which executed 
thereof, which said consent and the record the f being by m 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file July sworn . does depose 
np my said office as provided by law ind say and — my satisfactio 
IN TESTIMONY WHERDOF, I that I d Secretary of said cor- 
have herete set my hand and af he seal affixed to said cor 
fixed my official seal. at Trento is the corporate seal of 
this Thirtieth day f the same being well known 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred and was affixed by order of said 
eixty Will Lowney i 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State 
j 5 12. 19 $21.64 
{ Mm 
ED 
of New #sl 
: s BY ne 
‘ | i v and 
I } s +} } xpres ane said 
I 6. Sivldee atone page Pcoey Pape 
135 B t sia nacre tigi Saar Wehiticee j 
Subserit 1 v t hefore om t 
Sta g and yeas : , 
I a ‘ - . } q S} ‘de 
—S ALA Corp \ S 
i j 4 4 Att \ 
SECOND: 17 . ous Fees wale 
“ x i ¢ ENDORSED FILED AND RECORDED 
sed - Ss rN rap Dever or 22 1980 
a oe sty signet ET ART) 1. PATTEN 
( T > 2 q $54 Ot 
: Heat asia hr Pe ; STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
~ z DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
= : A © CERTIFICATI OF} DISSOLUTION 
=- } ; : 1 l to rhom these resents man come, 
- - F Greet n 
oi = WHERE It 
’ \ a ent 
- , & CO 
; : wor whose princir 
< TOO.O I € vwood ‘ 
W ss WH x 
Mi » 4 \ g : 
Mae «NOW 
I I ANT " are 
' g “ d cor 
I YEW YO! shige 
UNTY OF NEW J v on file 
) IEREOF I 
s 16 1 and af 
ba p S Trento 
er ENT ] of Decem 
ip . s r hu 
i Secretary of & 
\ : SMITH being y Vine Soe 1 $91.60 
W BAI g 
< ¥ NT j 
f ’ STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
: ? DEPARTMENT OF &8TATE 
cee tara e CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
‘ af < To all to whom these presenta may com: 
, ¢ Greeting: 
, ‘tik o WHEREAS. It appears to my satisfaction 
: he sec ‘ ny duly authenticated record of the proceed 
: nex for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
4 PO se Dy the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
zg t on a . af : w holders, deposited in my office that 
: ¢ =A , CAMNEW, INC 
Ry tar fo N akon a corporation of this State, whose principal 
xe ‘ , office is situated at No. 1 Exchange Place. | 
oly } ° First National Bank of Jersey City, in | 
affixed ¢ foregoing the City of Jersey City, County of Hudson, | 
: = f < ( * State of New Jersey (August H. Lages | 
being s . + ‘eing the agent therein and in charge thereof. | 
WORT S } = t upon whom process may be served). has | 
sare 4 etal ais te womplied with the requirements of Title 14. | 
. . anno 4 Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes | 
z sige te rq of New Jersey. preliminary to the isening | 
) ere or of thia Certificate of Dinsolntion. | 
+ woman ¢ net NOW. THEREFORE. I. the Secretary of | 
¢ r i sai = State of the State of New Jeracy. Din Herehy 
z ter ¢ t Certify that the said corporation did. on the | 
“a Twenty-ighth day of December. 1960. file in | 
< my office a duly executed and attesjed consent 
P ‘n writing to the dissolution of said cor- | 
a Al poration, executed by all the stockholders | 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
Suites f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | 
Tins freien, tits ‘n my said office aa provided hv law 
ic IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
Yy fixed _my official seal. at Trenton, | 
this Twenty-eighth day of December, | 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred and | 
unt sixty. | 
xpires March 30. 1942 EDWARD J PATTEN. } 
) Secretary of State. 
12. 19. 26 $74.97 | L.J.—Jan. 5, 12, 19 $21.60 


SLATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSULUTION RTiFICATE UF DISSULTTION 
, ali iu whum these presents muy come Oo whom these presenta may come 
appears ty my satisfaction , 
. record of y € 
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it k Shy 
“i 
al 
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Freee: presents may I \TE GF DISSOLT 
g m these reaent may come 
: " 
W ~ 
dle - . . 
gs ¢ vO 
ok s “ ny ce 
I ’ AKR]D ( ' 
p Ss Stut whose f 1 
5 s N S48 y 
ns S New Jers ! s A. Price 
a may be served). is g tt herein and in thereof 
" rements vf Title 14 on Ww cess may be 1), has 
ory R Statutes | somplie it requirements of Title 14 
hae = yrations, General, of Rerised Statutes 
' of ‘ = reel ora tina taae me aln 
‘OW, THE EFORE, T, the Mecretars ot |S OY Zt La ae 
Reicha EP r ] n luti 
State of the Stat _< New meena: 2s a NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
cig th day < er 1960 fi i : f State of New Jersey, Di Hereby 
ighth J » ie ‘ a id ex Fr poration did, on the 
aby | heli anda attested eee rod Decembe 1960, file 
the ing to the dissolution of said ate ited and epee ‘consent 
executed my all the stockholde dissolution of said cor- 
which said consent and the record hs chk a ye rene 
ornceedinoe af saat Genicom: Ga Ale ry al ie «stockholders 
sald office ae provided by law. h consent and the record 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF as provided, by 1 Sow on Sle 
ave heret. 4 ¢ 1 > As ro ~ ”y law 
have hereto, set, my band and af IX UTESTIMONY. WHEREOF, 1 
this twentr-eighth day of Decen have hereto set my hand and af 
¢. Sea A.D B onsg thousand nine bu fixed my ‘omic 1, at Trenton 
a and sixty this Twenty-ninth day of December 
I DW ARD J. PATTEN. S« A.D one thousand nine hundred 
ss Becretary of State. 1 sixty 
Jan. 5, 12, 19 $21.60 EDW ARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 
Pe. 24 $21.60 
= STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF ATE STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
ill to whom these presents may come ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
reeting T ; these presents may come 
EREAS, It appears to my satisfact 
authenticated record of the pr ceed appears to my Satisfaction 
’ voluntary dissolution thereof , a nticated 
d us consent of all the stock gs for volunt 
’ ed in mv office that ar s 
HOLDING COMPANY 2 
f nis tat Lei 
No a = 
County t 
e W ; 1 ty 
“ ‘rein and in charge thereof S of New lis . 
5 process may be served) a Zz D harge thereof 
the 1uiremente of Tit oD served) ha-~ 
” General, of Revised Statutes m of Tit.e 14 
Th . = 
hie Certifie Bey Di lente ila re i> evised Statutes 
ron sf of oluti e ae sidandi ¥ Gor Neuse . the teant 
8 vow THEREFORE. . oes wie a eet a ee 
= “ate of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby Lae. ERS ERUMaLEa "eT Gee 
7) “ity that the aaid posted 1 mn Aid, po the Byte THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
f Miteth “day of December 1060. State. the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
z >a duly executed and attests rtify that the sa d corporat fon dtd on the 
: ng to the dissolution of aedget lp a er Soe fal ae 
thor aes uted by all the stockholde my of a ye uted and attested consent 
? ich sald conaent and the rece n wr ge ¢ ns » dissolut! yn of said cor 
* proceedings aforesal be are now on file ration t 1 by all the stockholders 
Hes T aaid office as provided by ere wr said consent and the record 
IN ST! MONT WHEREOF T rs roceedings aforesaid are now on flie 
have hereto set my hand and af said office as provided by law 
t fixed my affic fal =a at Trenton IN. TESTIMONY WHEREOF I 
ee this hirt j f Dec have hereto set my hand and atf- 
= +1) A.D., one pa A nine hanived red seal, at Trenton 
¥ and eixt t 1 day of Dec 
& EPWARD J. PATTEN S« A.D é usand nine 
Secretary of State and sixty 
n. &. 12: 19 221.6 EDWARD J. PATTEN 
= Secretary of &tate 
’ , 9 9 £21.64 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE STATE OF NEV SRSEY 
‘TIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
9 schom these presents may come CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
om hia: ok bs ammemnn tO aae. eatindaet ios T ee} whom thease vreaenta may come 
~ thent 4 rd of ¢t . ~ 
or eietiguentieated recor! of fie proceed: WHEREAS. {t appeare to my satisfaction 
ananimons consent of al) the stock y by Butnenticated rect rd of the proceed 
fine N ugs r ntary diseolution thereo? 
XRPORATION y the consent of all the stock 
State, whose principal o in tx oice thet 
‘o. 171 Market Street, EC CORP., INC 
eipal rk, County of Essex, rpor this by 
raat : (Milton M. Unger, Esa t Ne is 
j the agent thereis and in charge thereuf pale y _ 
“ whom process may served). has ~tate Jersey (Georgette Pare 
sq with the requirements of Title 14 | Dring the agent therein and in charge 
“erations. General. of Revised Statutes thereof, up whom process may be served) 
“w Jersey. preliminary to the issuing | Das the requirementa of Title 
‘ Certificate of Dissolution 14 ns, General, of Revised Statutes 
o*. THEREFORE. I the Secretary of | of New rsey. preliminary to the issuing 
"of the State of New Jersey. Do Herehy ea Certificate of Dissolution 
ry of “* that the aald enrnnration 414. on the NOW. THEREFORE. I. the Secretary of 
. .-eth day of I mber, 1960. file in my “tate of the State of New Jersey. Do Herebs 
iniy exer and uttested conaen! rtifr that the said eo nora tic yn dia on the 
2 F to the dissolution of maid cor th d f December, 1960, file 
nsent a, exeen ted by all the stockholders attested consent 
cor “' which said consent and the record to ion of raid cor 
dens “* nrowweedings aforesaid are now on file erect the stockholders 
eco 7 a8'd office aa nrevided hy law which said eonsent and the recor 
n file IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF 1 | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
nave hereto set my hand and af mn mv aaid fice as provided br law 
7 I fred ow officig) seal. at Trenton IN TE STIMONY WHEREOF 1 
4 af . this Thirtieth day of December set mv hand and af 
2 4.D, one thousand nine hundred Moin! soal at Trenton 
r and aixty t enty-ninth day of De 
ired FDWARD J PATTEN Sea. an one thousand oine hundre 
Serretary of Rtate. and sixty 
Jan. 5, 12. 19 £21.60 EDWARD J. PATTEN 
; Serretary of State 
LJ 5 12. 39 £21.60 
easy 12 2 
) = Dated] hnuary 10961 I> 28 1960 
F EMILY A DODD. decease] EST. > OF LOTI deceased 
_to the order of DAVID H Pursuant to the order of DAVID B 
Surrogate of the County of Essex, | WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Easex 
vind made om the application of the | this day made. on the application of tb 
3 frei, Executor of said deceased. underet gned Executor of said deceased 
» 8 hereby given to the creditors of | notice is hereby given to the creditors o* 
4 —. to exhibit to the subscriber, aa deceased, to exhibit to the subscribe 
i inder oath or affirmation, their claims an¢ | 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
he c within six months from this date, or they 
ering = orever barred from prosecuting of | will be forever barred from prosecuting o° 
eS - mat the same against the subscriber. | recovering the same againet the suhacriher | > 
TIO. | @.-S* HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION THE HOWARD SAVINGS oo giant | 
CONNOLLY, Attorney | MARTIN G. BROSS, JR.. Attorney 
Z | 200 Market Street 
: ; : |: ewark 2, N . 
var 19. 26, Feb. 2. 9 L.J.—Jan. 5. 12. 19, 26. Feb. 2 





WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Easex, 


this day made on tke application of the 
undersigned, Executor of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 


said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber, 

ander oath or affirmation, their claims and 

demands against the estate of said 

within six months from this date, or they 

will be forever barred from prosecuting or 

recovering the same against the subscriber. 
EVE M. SCHERER 


SRETT 
DANZIG MARSH & SCHPRER. 


RIKER. 
Attorners 
744 Broad Street 
Newark 2, N. J. 
L.J.—Jan. 5. 12, 19, 26, Feb. 2 
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LEGAL NOTICES : 
pea JEI SEY LEGAL NOTICES : 
OERTIFICAT . OF ST. STATI hl 
‘ E OF TATE OF LEGA 
Nec cll-6 atin eke DISSOLUTION = fy Ag ME tf L NOTICES 
Greeting: ese presents may co CERTIFICATE OF 7 a STATE OF NE LEG 
by WHEREAS, aia ome, | To all to whom oe DISSOLUTION ce neEPARTMENT OF JERSEY AL NOTICES 
y duly authenticated s to my satisfaction Greeting: € presen SERTIFICATE . OF STATE STATE 
rl for the Sue de of eager a Lt WHEREAS, Ita te may come,| To all so 10 a a “ DISSOLUTION OTE RTE NEW JERSEY LEGAL HOTIEES 
iraners unanimous — iheencr ee duly puthontenatca cen to my satisfactic Greeting: hese presents ma e . cannes T OF STATE STATE OF N 
ers, deposited in my fr Bag ny stock- gy Meng! the cnt gg of the Rerenea RO pn nrc It appear y come, 7 whom Por DISSULUTION STATE OF SY OF STATE 
OLD MILL E ve that » unanimous ¢ ssolution there - | by duly muthentioat s to my s Greeting: presents may ¢ CERTIFIC 1 4 STATE 
a cor MILL BAKERY, INC | holders, d 8 consent of al ereof | ings for nticated record atisfaction WHEREAS y come,| To al ATE OF DISS‘ Ls 
a corporation of , 2RY, INC. » deposited in ; all the stock- | by for the volunt ord of the : tEAS, It appes o all to whom th SOLUTION 
offic m ¢ i M my offic ock- | by . unant sluntar, ac proceed- | bY duly 2 appears sia ¢ ae these pre 
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of sloomitel id, Sosvar Street. in || ~nage eg sant d at No. ae, Shane principal HAVEN E aeaene office Shae stock- raed = unanimous cc cnt a are reg ll “ * eS ee = satistection. 
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of this Certi preliminary t¢ tatutes | ; orations, Genera! nts of Title 1pon cas en} s e City ¢ - ntl 790 Bro $ ce is whose : 
. THEREFORE : ne fe iis Certitics pete ary to th oe Corporat — being the ag sey ex, | State of N ontclair, Count ft 
State of the are YRE, I, the Sec NOW ticate of Di ne issuing orporatl 8] upor gent - ein : Sosnow | t “4 ew Jerse D. yo —— 
t » State ~ aD besgs e Secre 7 e | . W ai TS issolution. of Ney 14 pon whom at in and in charg be ng the ey (David W. 
Certify. thi me of New Jersey retary of | Sta ” . THEREFORE : oe aa z Pe ther mplied wi process may ge thereof, | t rainy rent therein and _ Conrad 
“ace Aiba said eine 4. Hercby | ¢ a eg ae State of ay the Secretary of ee to the iat . orn with the req cre a sir rved). has | ¢ “om he 7 te CORTE EOCnCO = 
ar Ollike & = day of December in . - the | eanty that the said pected Do Hoveby NOW, Dissolution. ing | of New ose General, of vod = Title 14, | Cort plied | wit ois served): has 
in writing a executed and attest 30, file in | my offi -seventh day of I Or aEIOn did. on the State of anced of this a7 fe preli iminary 1 ised Statutes | of x ations, itle 14, 
o the ¢ haat sted consent | iy office a duly of December, 196 b the Secretary nis Certiz ry to th aces ew Jer , Revised St 
poration, exec t lissolution of con ent | in writi a duly executed , 1960, file ix I of NOW. T cate of Dis E e issuing | of th Jersey Py secqe atutes 
theres wh kecuted by all the st said cor- | % writing to the d and attested conse es . Do Hereby | State « HERE FORE, I solution. ‘i N nis Cert te Di * to the issuing 
of the lich said consent an stock voldera | tioeese wea issolution of sai ese 1 did, on the te of the State of New | the Secretary of OM THE ‘REFOR ies Ot ees 
in my atorseala _ . vee record | gr which aid y- Page wed Phe i file in| Ninete Dagon said New Jersey. Ft Hereby oe Pes Ais of fete —— of 
: a8 provided hg on tile | “e he proc eedings afores and the record sted consent h day Of. Desember < n did, on the nat the s z » Do ereby 
a craggy wine rill | a my a office as easmat Gr Ae on file ps bene reiting — Ag and PP sere file in age tad 1960, “al the 
e hereto se SREOF, | N T . aw. ' ers to the dissolutic ae consent | i wo uly executed anc “ e in 
fixed my ) - t hand and ae | heave ee raged WHEREOF the record : en by a i th of said cor- arate iting to the ainee ee nd enh consent 
= this Twenty-se : at Trent | tix reto set my tani S a i on file} of tt Be, hich said conse 1e stockholders | the on, execut ted by 1U rf of said cor. 
eal ber venth day of mn, | ed my official vhand and uaf- 1 y law. the proceedings af nt and the thereof, which said all the stockhold 
dred A.D., one thousan of Decem- } (Sez this Twenty-sev seal, at Trent IMONY WHE in my said office ae Pesgistice d ide nov record | of ich said consent and th agent 
ed and sixt nd nine hun- Seal) ber, A y-seventh day of on, ‘ REOF, I 0 ided He on file | in afores ne record 
EDWARD y. n- | one .D.. one thousan of Decem- hand IN TESTIMONY ofits as said are now on file 
LJ—Jan B12) oa — | dred and ‘sixty. a iamtaeedl ta. seal, at : have herete set my WHEREOF, 1 a et ae 
esi an. 5, 12 sit Secret ) J. PATTEN Seney lay of Decemt fixed my official pd hand and af- hereto set mr EREOF. 1! 
_ $21.60 | “3-—Pee nmin ED vi sees i (Seal) aD Nineteenth day ‘of December, ee ten alts tui ar Semen 
——- | 5, 12 ) AR bo J Sia tkeenea i A.D., one thous of ecember, | (S is Twenty-second renton 
$21.60 Bs J PATTEN nd sixt ousand nine h Seal) Ts y-second day of Dec 
_ = | . 7. tar. y of State tee ixty undred Sangre one thousanc se ecem ber 
Rene eer ers ae re, ae i es Se EDWwak oD J. PATTEN — ixty. housand nine hundred 
] — OF ge ae 3 9. 1960 | STATE OF ] $21.60 | Ld Dec. 29 Ton of — eis LJ teehee a’ sa EN 
deceased. Sa WYN KLINGEL, ! DEPAI NEW_ JERSEY peenetuae ..J.—Dee. 29, OS ae 
Pursuant ANGEL, JEPARTMEN' » JERSEY STATE OF N $21.60 . 29, Jan. 5, 12 
etd tc CERTIF SINT OF STATE ATE OF 2 
Ww > _to the ¢ ERTIFI¢ , STATE <a NEW . STA . $21.6 
ase ae Surrogate Pore Page ty A B | Teall to eer A OF DISSOLUTION culeaniones oe OF ert - DE ae een ST OF Stat Y ; 
i ade on ; of Eesex,| Greeting: hese pres ’ T ATE OF DISS( CERTIFIC JF STATE - 
undersigned 4 the applicatic a reeting: ents may com » all to P SSOLUTION To a ATE OF DI ATE - 
na 5: Steomatee sole on of the WHEREAS, e, Gaeano these prese 9 all to whom thes JISSOLUTION ‘TE OF NEW JERSE 
ntl “ad given to the Pace A —, | by duly pera dD — eke kp any “entitaction Ww HERE as. 1 presents may come, these ceauente ‘may come, | 7 cee Er ARTMENT ee eae ¥ 
u . exhibit ore of said | "5 for the cate record of the pease : t appears to x It , o all te Le oO DI 2 
a oath or affirmati to the subscriber | by the unani ne ol ntary ieaotstion proceed: : ed adits my satisfaction nenti appears to my satisfac Pesan whom these “DisSoLUTIo 
= against the sot their claims and | holders pence ef consent of all ot thereof rotted y of the proceed- + catleat d record of the p vie WHERE @ may come 
——. nix sonthe FRroagy-- of said deceased beara in my_ office thet stock- 3 pa AP srt thereof | ; nimous saat) dissolution thereof by duly EAS, It appears to my ta? 
will he forever barfed trom pronecutiog | a corporation of tile State, hows ee a ee pe gig ted ge Re ny setiataction 
‘ , ‘ ey | « . 4 8 Je 2 . ay office ‘ n 0 »ck- . for ey aes if roe 4 
THE ee avainat ae or a eee at No, — rns, principal a corporat mn ae oe ORM, INC amen rporati Rg a Tk of] a ne me = a tent ssolution pico 
CARL F. HIN SAVINGS INSTIT tae | Be Mi e Borough of Highland h First Ave- : ee eee whose pri _ | office is sit of this State, =e 1 in pagan Ra the stock- 
: TUTIC Middlese “tm ighland Park, @ ted at No 9 ose principal situated N whose prin Ock- 
60 Park Pls RICHSEN, Attorne IN| J. Abra x, State of New ark, County ‘ity of Ne 420 Frelinghuy in the Bor at No. 742 Bergen B cipal Y ONE. ‘ that 
Newark 2 N 4 ne | char prams being the ager Jersey (Norman ity of Newark, Count girdcesdl [R yugh of Ridgetield, en Boulevard. oF 8 ; "BER GE NLINE 
a ee ; arg he vent there 1 > ey inty of Es- State NY -ld, County of a co - E COMPAN 
LJ Dec. 22. § sepealely thereof, upon wh« a rein ari in > avent th y (William J. Pe t ie arent’ ew de rsey (I of Ber- rporation of this St ¥ 
22, 29. Jan. 5. 12. 19 | of Tine  gytetesca with: the teers rata be conn 7 10m = proce soy ms charge canee. * Boag orga and i ems Baines pF nue. in . pee at x " 200 ee principal 
= - Is ; . Corporations, G : equirement lied witk y be served) ath ese yrocess may > hereof, Wee ie City ergenline zi 
ee ae Statutes of Nie ns, General nts | Corp 1 the rea ~mer erved). has with the re be served) Hudso vp of Union Cit Ave- 
STATE OF i | issuing of ng sre ation aed Revised | of dans an Genera sre eas of Title 14, Corporations, Gare lirements of Title ~~ Houri a State of New ly f, eocanty ot 
DEPARTME algae JERSEY NOW, THDOREFGRE. © of Disectutie the | of this Son br aioe evised Statutes of ier Serer. 11 al, of pata Statutes chaise “tt being the agent 2 B. 
CERMPICATE OF DISSOLUT State of she iaaee oF Yow bore pean ig (et ed THERE naan of ow, “T ie eS issuing served). his, wn ton ee eee 
To al : SSO Certify of New Jerse - State of ‘ORE "HERI ssolution. of 1 c 0 ge lll 
By iad whom these DISSOL enapeges Poontyited pitty Sorosration ad pre’ re ag — - of pe J _ See setury atl creme tee LREPOR Ne I the Secretary of St Biv tes 3 Qa ns Santer or uae 
orecetnag ok ‘ 1y come, | ™Y office ; y of Decembe le ne | Fiftee a ne said ersey, Do He y th ew Jersey, Do Hereby issuin , ew = ae. ar atiiatas evised 
WHEREAS : e, | ce a duly exec mber, 1960, fil ifteenth day corporatic ; reby at the said Jo Hereby | ~ ing of this C y. preliminary 7 
i Ree eee cee ok a i weliak 40° coe dee eee et | at Sace day of December, | on did. on the eenth day of D srporation did, on thel aioe s aoe ertificate of Dis ry, to the 
ae henticated ré atisfaction, | Pporatic z 1e dissolutic consent | in. ce a duly executed . 1960, file 4 my office a dt f December, 1960, St TERE TORE Lt ssolution. 
ings for the v record of the | th ym, executed | lution of said cor in writing to tl uted and atteste Dj in wri uly executed and file in| state, of the Sta ¢ . the Secretar 
Se hs onan’ voluntary dissoluti proceed. | thereof, which said py all the stockhold - | poration » the dissolution — consent iting to the dis an¢ attested comant Certify that tt te of New Jersey retary of 
u ous ¢ 0) ~ ( } é - C _ yn, »xecut IT1Or ¢ ; Ix i 3! a the sai y, Do ais 
holders, de 1imous consent of n thereof | Of the proceedi oa consent and tt ers | thereof ee uted by all th of said cor- a on, uted by uti of said co Twentieth i said corporation di ereby 
. deposited in my_ off all the stock- | im my said ings aforesaid are 1e record | of the which said con 1e stockholders + 1 by all the atanic: T- | my fice day of Decemt ion did, k 
: DECOR-AI office that y said office as provided now on file] ; the proceedings ¢ sent and the r of thes ‘pre d consent and t! olders | 3," ~ ce a duly execute yer, 1960, 
a corporation of AIDERS IN TESTIM( by law. in my said offi eee aforesaid are now ecord | in m ceedings at foresaid . the record | -2_% riting to the ted and attester 
office is situs of this State, whose princi have here INY WHEREOF, er provided t now on file y said office d are now on file poration, exe Svene dissolution of : 
Street. in ated at No. se principal i reto set my h : I IN TEST ry ay law. IN TEST ided_by law thereof, ‘wh: uel be ee aes 
sex, State of Ne ag Newark, Bader eo (s this, Perec tain seal. “at ee mpc none ta WHEREOF, I have se STIMONY WHEREOF, 1] 9 # sn it said consent “aa ee ee 
ahaa ines e of New Jersey | “patna y of Es- Seal) A.D. -third day of : 1. fixed my or ny hand and af- fixed my et my hand and af- in my ~dings aforesaid are record 
aane pati agg therein See cee Keller a — thousand ot December. (Seal) this Pats de at — = Pe this RA eng eal. at Fan “te “Sects a on file 
Pi roecess A arge there Seal y ‘ a ay . Seul) re = 
complied | with rocess may be sey — EDWARD J. PATTEN joo en thousand ye December, ts Le cae theniaia = December. have Scaggs WHEREOF. 
ses ep teak ee of Title rig 1.3 D Secretary of State EN, ewan ine hundred aOWaRD ine hundred fixed my official 
of New al, ¢ » oe A) aaa ec. 28 . , . ARD >A TTEN 4 é , ‘ i . 
of this prelimins Rage _ Statutes ®. Jan. 5, 12 $21.60 | b-J.—I Secretary Bi Ri» EN, n3 Secretary ze ee (Seal) ree Twentieth das 
NOW of Se eon ne issuing | — = 21. ad. rec. 29, Jan. 5 as" ..J.—Dec, 29, Jan. 5. gti e, ; reagan = choneand caine) hnicet 
State of the S E. I, the Sec cad $21.60 | Si 21.60 EDWaAkL 
an 7 e State of New Jers Sec retary of STATE aa ee . -0 ye ARD J. PATTEN 
Certify that the said New ‘Jerser, Do Hereby uebhienstent Oe State CERTIFICATE OF REDUCTION OF ia ae ae 
my office dd day of Decembe d. on the CERTIFICATE OF STATE = . 29, Jan. 5, 12 : 
+ a e a duly executer Sere r, 1960, file in To all to ICATE OF DISSOI 2d ny STATE OF NEW 3 nen FOUR sTAk OF $21.80 
writing i and attes whom the JUTION DEP NEW JERSE The CANDY CO., 
poration, « to the dissolution _ consent | Wigastis ese presents may com CERTIF ARTMENT OF ats FOUR ora of the princi - SUPERIOR COURT 
thereof, yr, Py all the ae Iders | DY "sae ae AS, It appears t * | To alt ae OF DISSOLUTIC Main Bg OANDY ©O INC ts Pg n gg) re VISION. UNIO} JERSEY 
of the said conse stockholders |?) OULY satioakel o my 8% all to whom the IN fain Street, in the Ci gigs No. ( > 
nf the ‘proceestit ald consent and the record | ineS for authenticated record +. Greeting ‘ a tee vl af meee Gat DOCKET NO. UNION COUNTY 
: said office as pr ie e now on file| ?Y the unani oluntary dissolutic oceed- | 5, LES tEAS, It appe. oo eres e name of th ae THE §S a 
IN cae by law. holders. Menbatted ee of all > geno gg authent a pian = sattatnetion = thereof, upon anor: therein and in STATE ~ NEW JERSEY 
have here = se VYHEREOF 700 CENTI n my office ths stock- ny for the volun x of the proc 2 G id corporation may 01 brocess again s ‘0 
fixed my. ‘ime my ie) wie P a eorioration ot fogs bh E CORPORATION | ! hol oe unanimos us convent of all th thereot a : ay be served is De inr: ‘ SARA FREEMAN 
this ‘ Seal. at face office is situate s State, w ATIO. e deposited in of all t ‘ : 2 STAR CANDY C rou 
me ee Serato | HON Ai PEC ict Mca Red Se fou are berchy summoned and rea! 
os > er . * of North ABade: Street, in corporatio 3 LY CC >4aN laws of the St ond existin . -1 Go on Addonizio, Sissel equirec 
ail Maio 1ousand nine hundred Hudson, State of N orth Bergen, Count at tary n of this Stat OME ANY | certify State of New Jers g under the|; rdon, plaintiff's , Sisselman, Nitti 
EDWARD J ick being the age ew Jersey (Abrah y of]; is lated at N e, whose principal rtify that by proc ersey, does hereb. is 17 Acad iff's attorneys, whose 4 ti & 
Se J. PATTEN there 1e agent therei aham Bed-} J the City o. 158 How incipal | directors proceedings of i eoy | ar emy Street, N e address 
cretar . JN. | ereof, upo . ierein and ‘ Stat 3 f Newa ard Street and stockh« ‘ ts board of n answer t . Newark, Ne 
LJ or id u of State ha = pon whom proce in charge tate f iN rk, County treet, yrdance with yiders duly hel ts) acti » the compla Ww Jersey 
» GB. 12, 10 , | nae complied with ie ess may be served) >in an Jersey ‘(Rudol : of Essex, Naw Jerse us tha tises jot! held do ace acae in Which Black int filed in a civi 
coxan {12 Gotpoations ctr t Reviend Statues ‘atudolph “Guickman |) “That aig, eid in ac; | fans. a Now Jersep. corporation iy ola 
et pe Jersey SEalinieary ge Statutes y be cuca ys has Acie capital of said corporati dants iehiard and Sara ——— is plaintif 
ait ins Cextificate, of te AIR ha issuing ements of Title ra $5, 000.0 reduced to Five Tiaeea as cae teEbIn. B the Superior Court Riss 
; TE OF NEW JERSEY State of SREFORE, I, the mn. of Revised Ste 4 u neil polars. 1961 excl or 35 days after F of New 
“aii >SPARTMENT eT ais Gentity B State of New ec Secretary of 5 the — +e ME carne iia. itiepin wade bp usive of such. date a 93 
To all ni IFIC ATE OF aman = scab Aa ail the said ae Hereby | sta ‘ 1 i ssuing re rite gle ee ae ae ecaret pg by default ar = fail to 
a a pzg0n my office a ae Gay of Deemer 1990, file in ae the State of New J Secretary of — “tc blag yeh of common wa tn Ge ae oF eee 
WHEREAS, I si a | in writing to executed and attested cons n y the said rsey, Do Hereby ,, Thousand ere value to Fi proof of. service shall file your 
ee g to the dis tested consent he said corporatic r ereby (3) A : $5,000.00) a ive ot Service in d answer 
by duly authe t appears to my satis : poration, ex » the dissolution of sai ; day of D 0 yn did, on t A certificate of Dollars the Su n duplicate with 
y trentinatol y satisfaction os . executed by all of said cor- my ane meceraat f ecember, 1960, fil he affantini xf decrease of ca Tr Court, 8 the ( 
ings for the record of the -| ereof, which sai y all the stockh in w ily executed . 960, file in ffecting su feduati § of capital enton . tate House 
by the 1 voluntary diss proceed- | of the said consent an iter iting to the al and attested conser the oftice o eduction was filed i the rules of civil 4 in ac By; x 
by, the unanimous consent sgolution erent |b aby ec $ aforesaid "amnion record poration, PB sc oe of pa aol of the Bod ry Secretary of Ki ‘us asc fe practice Pre gence i 
BI ited i ny office th he stock- aa ommce provid ies wv on file thereof, which said ¢ all the stockhold = cember 16, 196 New Jersey on De purpose of f has been snatteatad ie 
- BI CH CONST RU CTION nat hi TE STIMONY RceicaieG ; of the proceed i. and the Scand IN WITNESS eu ; o e~ anenticr . re ing a ores for. the 
ait ation of this State, 1 ag aah hereto set my wicca geen y| 2 my anata omee ——— are now on ord CANDY CO... IN¢ Y HEREOF ——— Sava Masan: 1958. made by ord dated 
the Boron Sor rbd 107 Main Pes ige this Twer — seal at ban Ml aa TESTIMONY WIE “pie if as Aa signed by sis Peoetaeee this numen as morte: gers, Pe eee tan Bae wae 
; rough of Chatham, County o ect, in | (Seal) 1 enty-second day enton. have hereto. se! y HEREOF and its corporat its President and Sec the plai ch was dul a a 
"agar ee eae aaa ounty of Morris | ‘ A.D.. one day of December a ereto set my t SOF, 1| this 19 rate seal to be h Secretary ff herein and ily assigned to 
EW SESek eee eee | and si thousand nine i fixed my offici y hand and af- is 19th day of Dece e hereunto affi located at 45 concerns real estat 
ore therein and in — — 4 ad sixty. a ine hundred | ( geq}) this as eae sent sat — Bg ng ixed Jersey (heing - vail ey Street. FR vad tate 
- be served) ea Secreta <a ATTEN BF é ) ne thou ay of December. Att “Pp x 4) ll of s 4. 5. and “m New 
rved). has LJ ry of State . and s housand nin . | Attest resident ly 14 f . Bioce 
ns ments of Title 14 ‘ Dec. 29, Js 2 . e hundred | JOSEP = feet of lot 
. » itle 14. 8, Jan. 5. 12 ‘ EDWAR SEPH KLEIN, 8 ‘Map of N a) 
xf this de aac eral. of Revised Statates | oo $21.60 ee I Secret RD 3. P ‘A [TEN, L.J Dec. an, Seer Mary d sl ewark of tt 
wind ate « ad issuing | = .—Dee. 26 Le te - nD, 2e.. 19 : filec Be ar 
State of THERI ORE - ve | —— eee eet ; 9, Jan. 5, 12° $21 $28.35 ~ ad av 27. 1904 in — Pm se 
tify that cag of New an Rh gy aged ot STATE nila SUPE SHERIFF'S SALE para 2 are onerat che ae 
iver J e said corpors o Hereby STATE OF NE mnie s ER > SAL t miss na m mort 
saa ee day of Bavesi-e-tinsgygs did, on the | hs DEPARTMENT O JERSEY aes SUPERIOR COU a (CHAN,) D-238 ae nd are the eeree ee on sk 
ieee > a duly executed and . 1960, file in| 7 OERTIFICATE “OF OF STATE STATE OF NEW : CHANCERY DIVIS OF SEW JERSEY DATED he e a defen 
in writing to the Muscint ge ge consent | °G seealeer: whom these Pca gp cht CE guaran [MENT OF ora oe eae t NO, FF: being ESSEX ateaee’ neennee 9. 1960 
ation, execute san yes tA cae | anareeee se presents ma t CATE ( E ates Saving -59—Between United GRANT Sc 
pnrant ae, ited by all the of said cor w y come To all OF DISS N vings Bank of etween United a SCOTT 
i yrinintg ich id consen the stockholders | HEREAS, It appe : nan to whom these OLUTION Sow sey of Newark, N 1.3. De Clerk of the Superi 
oo ov ger say B ncct Space gin nfo lige A tet gst satisfaction. WHEREAS, presenta ‘may come, | ders Sicuiek dak ork Plaintiffs, om 29, Jan. 5,12, 19 Cony 
“IN ffice as provided by Ow Oe ae) he ike the voluntary desk the proceed- | OY duly authe It appears to my s eda Carlton Reed. nee a Helen Alexan- uit 
cee TESTIMONY Sipnnor. 1| ?aeem poems consent of —_ thereof | ings for the ¥ ed record of —_ — ction, tener regal Execution ‘f aggre et als oaete OF NEW JERSE 
DAVE WEFLO Ret my “ase Fee a s. deposited in my all the stock- | DY. the un ntary dis R roceed- : ses or Sale of Mortgaged TME> ¥ 
fixed my official 1and and af- | BANNER office that hol unanimous con Se solution thereof By virt = aeee CERTIFIC. NT OF STATE 
: this Twenti oy seal, at Trenton, | a corporation of | 4 MOTORS olders, d xd sent of all the stock- execut ue of the above stat ; To ali to CATE OF DISSOL 
oe ‘€ one A = December. | ge . situated 3 i 'ie Gon principal ; 4 corm Be RR AC E ‘DSTATES. INC. ” the byt Pu sblic eae I ig Uaee eee whom these oresents oy 
and sixty and nine hundred | § ne City of Newa a 3road Stre aitics) oration of this Sta &: the irt pe endue in Room se HEREAS ¢ 
EDWARD J ; d| State of <a Newark. County of E et, | Office is situated State, whose prince the 24th use. in Newark, B-16 at] by dul septa It appears % 
J. PATTEN hate New Jersey (Sey y of Essex, | in the at No. 89 Ce neipal > day of Januar on Tuesd 9 y authentic. to my satisfaction 
Secretary of 8 : eing the age y (Seymour J. Solo “ ‘ity of Clif 39 Central Av (Prevailing uary, next, sday, | ‘nge f ated record of th “er 
I race y of State | gent therein a . . Solomon | State . li > ees enue, | nx railing Time), ar at 1:30 P ‘or the vol of the proceed- 
Jan. 5. 12, 19 > pon whom proces nd in charge there Rata ¢ New unty of Passaic parcel of land and the followin _M.| by the unani untary dissolution ¢ p 
: $21.60 | complied with Aig may be served). = area the agent therein ¢ Bh rotten Werkaman | )owatk. Essex and pr emises in ne tract or | holuers, de ea. consent of all th pare 
: | Corporations Ren ee go Se tio 14. inl whom artis i in charge thereof BEGINNING ata} NiswacEeEy City of veaited te my office that e stock: 
— j of New Jers eral, of Revis : .| complied with . served). f. | line of Cust f a poir a CO, INC 
STATE OF NEV a lis wits c ‘enti We eed te the tomion of New Jer Gener: Title ° fre ym the i "300. feet pot eat bite is. siti ted this State, wh princine. 
DEPARTMEN? W_ JERSEY | NOW, T issolutic = of New Jersey 2 Statutes | “asterly of the sar asterly | in ituated at No. 327 i 
caer c r OF oe State of THERE FORE. T the iis of we + or Mi ~o tatutes si y ine hing a shrrda tk lg t. ‘ity of Orange, Ellas Street 
a all to whom ‘hose DISSOLUTION inl that the he panel Jersey. Do “lid Stat me THE RE FORE. ze 6: nue south 50. deg utherly line rs wa being the Pens Pear (Ralph A. 5 eee = 
lreeting se presents may c | Twenty-second day : poration did. on the] ©® ite e State of Ne ecretaty of thence (2) egrees 15 minut ‘uster| upon whom erein and in akan cay in 
WHEREAS ( come, | my office a “ of December. 1960. e “erti y that the ; eeedh Jersey, Do H f aes nS (2) running s utes east 50 | compl process ma rme therco! 
ee eee ae es in writing tov the issolution of ea Seo said cormoration did. onthe | thence’ ius. west "100.08. feet thense. (3) complicd with’ the requirement of igut it 
ings for the ons t record of the é : wration, exec solution of said i office a an > exec or, 960, file i thence (4) = rees $ minutes p. of New J era of Rev 
by sg Re voluntary dissoluti proceed- | there cuted by all eae cor-| in writing to th uted and atteste< file in] utes eas running north $ west 50 feet: ersey, prelim Statutes 
oll cece omc oer4 ee ee hace Bs irrair Mn said Sg ———_ poration, A os Se) oe ee i “og hid pm aun of thie Certificate of rveeilllt-od the issuing 
rs. deposited in my office e stock- | in my ings aforesaid ecor aroct which ea all the r. | Of BEGINNING. pint and pla 8 THEREFOR oF 
; CHERRY a. office that ny eaid. office os d are now an file | of ae nix a CRAeeHE stockholders The above deacri ce | State of the Sta I. the Secretary of 
a corporation of MES, INC. | IN TEST provided by “ e procee storecen and the record aa 70 .Gaxt scribed premises Cortity th te of New Jersey. De 0! 
ice is si Me: this State, whose | hae “8 IMONY ER nOr. in my said office as resaid are now on rd | the etenta er Avenue and are d are known | Thirtiet! at the sald aorvoratio Hereby 
the cme ed at No. 407 Mai principal fi ereto set my hand I IN TEST) provided by law. le! as Lot 59 ment maps of the C esignated on | office eth day of December, n did on Le 
; of Chaths 7 Main Street. 1 ixed my official se and af- h SSTIMONY W t 59 in Block 36 ne City of N a duly i 
State of New atham, County n this Tw al seal. at T rave heret HEREOF, The 3637. Newark | in wri executed and 
New Jersey y of Morris, | (Seal ‘ enty-second 4d renton, 5 o set my h 1] approximate ting to the 
the azent therein (Alexander Cap! .| (Seal) A.D... on id day of Decemb fixed my Kenta? “an and and’ af-| 20, De satisfies amount of the poration. dissolution of 
= whom rh orencreggehonay in charge enerear and Pina thousand nine eubeed (Seal) - D. Nineteenth a Ten Mice Bigs Fe ~ Fg: Beery ye Be gy Mad all the sine gers 
eo ylied with tl! aged ye served) h 7 S<DWARD J x ‘ og thous ay of ecember, | ; rs and Twe ndr and O of the proceed consent and th 
Corporations the requirements of Tith as | Sec J. PATTEN and sixt usand nine ht : | togethe nty-Four Cent ne Dol-| in ings aforesaid je sree 
“ ons, Gene f je 14.11 Secretary of Stat *‘. > undred ther with the s ($10,701.2 my said office are now fl 
of New Je General, of Revised AM . | L.J.—Dee. 2 State, EDWARD New. e costs of thi 24) as provi oe 
; w Jersey, shut Revis Statutes . 29, Jan. 5, 12 Reaver E a PATTEN, ark, N. J is sale. , ded by law 
f this Certifics preliminary to the f 5. 2 $21 LJ ecretary of Sta J. Jecember 19 bi TIMONY f 
NOW Bath oe Dineclation. ssuing |; —— $21.60 | L.J.—Dec. 29, Jan. 5 Herri By ay: G. DUFF’ 1960. ave hereto set I 
Stat . SREFORE on. Jan. o, 12° 7 ry, 3 fix my hend . 
y that the said « ersey, Do Hereby i ys. (Real) nee irth 
Twentieth e said cornorati - ereby $30.87 a 
4 ar ot Semaner, Fi did, on the | ES Dated: DEC > and si 
my office a duly t ecember. 1960, fil € SSTATE OF DAV EMBER 19, a ES Dated: sixty 
my office § pice . file in > ID FIS 1960 | I a 5 NOTIC SSTATE O Dec EDW 
ia writing to executed and attested consent ee. aged age ya ge nthe matter of _ the aero ae oe ae 14, 1960 EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
poration. ache —. ok enil ears] hor Surrogate of ‘we Fn DAVID H ‘ ry is PETTI, also pki of Pursuant t ——— ‘ER US sen 9 oon of Mtate. 
hereof, patie all the stock E s day made ounty 0 : ‘ E M: . also known , : o the ord an. 12. 19. 26 
of the Sine ss i consent pg om ypc | undersigned. mate onthe application, of tie mother ana [AZIK. an infant, iar a ae of oS caer ae WIEN. $21. 
nm my said o slg oresaid are ro ord | notice is hereb x of said d a YI. for leave ardian, ANN sig e on the a 3 nex, 
id Mice” ax ‘provided e row on file | deceased 7 a creditors of said VALERIE r leave to assume the ae ae Executore a = the alae ESTATE OF gee December 22 
yy = Ww = ath or a subscribe AKE NO y given to sed. urs + DOLS 
nated age set my HEREOF. a | against signee gh pore A poten a Porenced also known OT mie be LERIE PETTI be cara to Bi ppt sso of said pce WIEN ME ine bor order =" pxeip H 
hi y Official ss af- | months f eceased : ; ALERIE MAZIK, an in! . ation. th rs. und this rogate of the ( . 
this Twenti eal. at Trent rom this date. within si r and natural . an infant, | th eir claim ler oath or day made 1e County of Esset 
(Seal) % entieth day of : nton, | barred from te. or they will be 5 x/B es atural guardian, x e estate of said ime and demands undersign ¢ on the applica Essete 
peas si fanaa thousand og same annie ees. berth Ra the Seth Newark, Now of vo Essex F canbe a thie date. or ‘a an oe te six a jee is jo ape naan of sai es Po 
. at 10 sey, on F pr¢ ri ’ e y Ri oO ay ; 
pbwakb J. PATTEN | SANT'AMBROGIO. & T FISCHER the name at WALERT : heat ee Me 2, | against Peg oo oven ts aa oath oF affir a the subscriber a 
ary of State, | Bo Bloomfield | a) JOSEPH H.W CRNER _— TH WILLTAM ALLAN eame | arainst the estate af sai claims and 4 mas 
oomfield, N. J. iain. E NATIO “- CUDLI months fro said deceased with! 
$21.60 | L.J.—Dee. 29. Js 17 Acac nt gp BAN WING COM NEWARK "es barred ieee this uate. or they will be fore 
29. Jan. 5. 12. 19, 26 eB nor ag mgs Street : WILLIAM ‘AL an Coenen OF N ESSEX | same ante Prosecuting or cS vee 
L.3.—Jen.. 6. 12. Rs eae Tee Bergen a LIPP, Attorney _ HERS HOWARD avs Sc cle 
2. 19. 2 « sey City. RMAN D. § INGS 10 
$13.23 | L.J.—Dec oa ok 11 Co ‘AN D. SORG, Attorn INSTITUTION 
, 29. Jan. 5 N mmerce Street ey 
n. 5. 12. 19 Newark 2N 
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mee LEGAL NOTICES | LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES | LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 
| 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY HERIFF'S SALE LEGAL NOTICE ATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW_JE re YX 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE = SUP ERIOR (CHAN.) D-237 DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF 8 
se, CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION tay UitimOd tenet Ge STATE OF NEW JERSEY CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION _ CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, | _ _— N« ERY DIVISION, ESSEX COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF STATE To all to whom these presents may come,|To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: I KET F-113-60, Between Carteret Sav: CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION Greeting: ™ Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appeara to my satisfaction, and Loan Association, a corporation of | To all to whom these presents may come, WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. WHBPREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- er Pla . and Lyons Realty Greeting: by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereef D of New Jersey. et als., WHEREAS, It appears to satisf faction. | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof }|ings for the v ntary dissolution thereof 
cea animous consent of all the stock- Execution For Sale of Mortgaged > duly authenticat saan sroceed- | by the unanimous consent of all the stock- | by the unanimous consent of the stock 

tht “deposited | Page pea at f the v olution thereof | holders, deposited in my office that holders, deposited in Ls acne ton 

si ee ad call : . of the above stated writ of ane nanimous sent of all the stuck- 117 PARKVIEW CORP. RENMAR ENTERPRISES, INC. 
St IN¢ os ; » me directed, I Shall expose deposited in my ffice th rporation of this State, whose principal of this State, whose principal 
a tate. wee t Public Vendue, in Room B-16 at ‘GOL ‘DFINGER S JUNIOR SHOPS. INC. is situated at No. 769 Boulevard East. situated at No. 100 Empire Street, 
é House, in Newark, on Tuesday.|a corporation of this State, whose principal ie Township of Weehawken, County of City of Newark, County of Essex 
of Ja nuary, next, at 1:30 ffi Park Place {udson, State of New Jersey (Rupert Musy of ’ Jersey (Irwin J. Brainen 
3 ‘ ng Time), all that tract or ( ty of Essex. ‘ny the azent therein and in charge thereo agent therein and in charge thereof, 
14 nips are : 4 _Situate, lying and being in M upon whom process may be served). has 1om process may be served). has 
tea < thereof, upon “wh mM process may be | Newark, Essex County, New complied with requirements of Title 14, with the requirements of Title 14 
ing ¢ ), has ‘ omplied with the req irements | Je ‘or eral, of Revised Statutes ions, Ger Revised Statutes 
yf Title 14 oo poo the of ed preliminary to the issuing Jerse the issuing 

t New Jersey, prel nary he | lis t ot Dissolution. 

s Certificate of Dissolution. if r I, the Secretary of tary of 
iEREFORE. I, the Secretary of | cat S State ot “New Jersey, Do Hereby t “He “by 
e State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | THE SREFO said corporation did, on the | Certify that the “said on the 
the sai d Cort poratic on di a. on the | 2 State of nd day of December. 1960. tile in | Twenty-third day of file in 
‘ Ds t july executed and attested consent | my office a duly executed nsent 
duly executed and at teal sent to the dissolution of sa in wW riting to oe 
tw the amaienien of “said cor- s executed by all the stockh r 
file executed by all the stockholders f sai “aforesaid and the ree 
said consent ar? the record | ¢ er 
T ffice as provided by iW 
ate nge aforesaid are now on file | ‘ ¢ 1 TESTIMONY WHEREOR, 1 
Lon a mr eo as provided by law. | i by hereto s hand and af 
ber IN TESTIMONY WHERBOF, I} WH "3 ) my official at Trenton 
red bave hereto set my hand and af- | id af ; Twenty third day of December 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton. | ‘ ntou thousand nine hundred - ) one thousand nine hundred 
t ‘ t ith day f Le er ay December and sixty 
Setl) thousand nine hundred ne hundred J. PATTEN. EDWARD J. PATREN 
l iption is in cordance f State, Secretaru of State, 
EDWARD J PATTEN, > by George Freund, dated rl $21.60 | LJ Jar §. 22.. 30 $21.60 
—_— Secretary of State. : ‘ ee T y oJ S 1.6 
I 12 19. 26 <9 I ] 5 1g $31.60 | —— —— | 
Str (Eee a 9 ' 
sae ar are SEAT tner ora | RARE Gn. ab aaa 
: ns . ra eauiin rt : A ~ ory a FIM 
TaT > NEW JERSEY ‘ EPARTMENT OF STATE DEPART MED § ; DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
oe DEPARTMENT OF orare ona CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE “OF DISSOLUTION 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION of ex Tr Gaeaeus whom these presenta mau comr 1 there present’ may com: 1 ; hom these presents may come, 
‘ T oa ’ ‘ n 
Saas whom these presents may come WEEREAR. It gpa to my satiafactinn WHEREAS, It epmars to my satisfaction \W vu RE. It anpears to my satisfactio 
TTEREA@ , | by y authenticated record of the procee by duly authenticat+ record of the proceed = ert-d record of the preceed 
THERE ppear 0 tiafactior t mae car ; ti s p at 
5 . ree sol Bom  eokoed may re spate ae gh eh tei the vol spe Alan asst thee thereo ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereo us for the tary dissolution thereof 
nea for the voluntary dissol I by the Nn ee ee srt steck [ny the unanimous consent of all the stock | ) mimous conse om 7 a the stock 
the t ‘ > akaales oO sis Ba oe yoldere denneited in mv office that holden leposited office that 

re yr sans ny Pg el pong er Ss SHILOWITZ HOLDINGS, INC. WAYNE HAVEN ee RIVATE NURSING 
” HARRINGTON PARK STORES. IN¢ Jae } 6 7 a corporation of this State. whose principal : i HOME ! ote smciad 

rporation of this State. whose princival | Ter Hare endl F : i is situated at No. 601 Broadway, in| 4 corporation of this + Whose principal 

y: Ao finance. Sk rnnt ~ Sa “with thet : lartha ¢ io ‘ity f Bayonne, County of Hudson. No 3410 of Ne Ray- 
l 1 5 t he c Ne e 1é xOre + of ow = slliar >, " I > Newark, 

isack, Count f Berue t f this sale meing the agent therein and ip charge erent. b N thy Jerse y, viet Rubin (Morris 

st f New Jersey Herbert ¢ Dyraese Newar mse December 12. 1960 whom process may be served) ha-| Leing the agent therein an n charge and in 
the agent therein and in barge ; NEIL G. DUFFY. Sheriff. | « lied with the requirements of Title 14 thereof, upon whom process may be aad ta 

upon whom process may _ served). I v McCloskey, Schlesinger 4 ( atious. Genera f Revised Statnte served, has complied with the requirements requirement 

4 lied with the requirements of Title; _— Tis hler Attorners : f New srsev, vreliminary to the issuing if Title 14. Corporations, General, of Revised ; of feviead 
4 porations, General, of Revised Statutes | Dec. 22, 29, Jan. 5. 12 $42.84) of this ¢ ificate of Dissolution Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the ary to the 
{ N wih y. preliminary to the issuing | iy | NOW THEREFORE, Il. the Secretary 0% a yp a mage: = bag eerie fonds solution. 

f this Certificate of Dissolution } | State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereh: . SRE ©, I, the Secretary o COW I Secretary of 
sOW THEREFORE. I. the Secretary of | STATE OF NEW JERSEY wtifv that the eaid cormration did. on th | State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | c;.\,. “ont RE Do Hevehe 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Herebr DEPARTMENT OF STATE Thirtiet day f Dece vf fil it rtifv that the said cornoration did, on the | (.4 aad lid ‘ 
rtify that the said cormorat! mn did on the ERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION fice a duly executed a ‘th day of December, 1960, file) in| Pwen: Hy day la ember 1960. Y 
th day of I r, 1960 | To ail to whom these presents may come writing to the dissolut my office a duly executed and attested consent | 11); flice a duly exe land at 
fice a duly executed and stunted. consent | Greeting ne executed by a t in writi bia to the dissolution of said cor n writing to ¢ i ution 
o writing to the dissolution of said cor- WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction | th which sald « t I poration, executed by 1) the stockholder | poration, xeeut } t 7 
ration. executed by all the stockholders | t authenticated record of the proceed f the vroeeedings aforesaid are now on fils | thereof, which said consent and the record theres vhicl tid consent a 
: reof which said consent and the record | the voluntary dissolution thereof | '' y said office as provided hy iaw f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file | of tli © f 1 ‘ 
ae ‘the proceewlings aforesaid are now on file | t unanimous consent of all the etock IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF n my said office as provided by law in my ‘ la 
Mae uy Said office aa provided bv law | bolders, deposited in my office that have hereto t my hand and af IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF 
Le TESTIMONY WHEREOF I \. HUNT INDUSTRIAI fixed Log official sea at Trent mn have hereto set my hand and af m 
are Reret set my hand and af ONS PANTS t rtiet f yecember Ared mv officia! seal. at Trenton fix 
fixed Lg tal ae) at Trenton x tat Sea ; pods thousand ne hundred this Thirtieth day of December, hi oh St di 4 
this 7 t f December, | 4 SINCY. (Seal) A.D... one thousand nine hundred Seal) A.D) me thousanc 
Seg 4.D ne thousan id nine bundred | g EDWARD J. PATTEN i faba ind 
= and sixty : - | ~ Secretary of State en Me 5 J. PATTEN E: DWAT AR I J. PATTEN 
EDWARD J. PATTEN | = the 5. 12, 19 $21.60 Secretary of State. Secret of State 
- Secretary of State. Ipoh Ww Ed=-—tan. & 12, 19 $21.60 | b-d.- Jan. 5 1 19 $21.60 
Y 12. 19, 26 x2 plied w ITDSON COUN ) = ‘ tall 
TY _ rporations | LAW DIVIS . 
a mee 7 a New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing Tho N | 
Seeaeecee i sy tl f ~ Cert Dissolution AC STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSI ¥ 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE NOTIE > 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION the : 1, the Secretary of | ae ap EPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STAT 
‘ te i he nig ta f the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | . a CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIPICAT OF DISSOLL ape 
i iam: whom thease presente may come rtify that the sald corporation did, on the | In t a tte *. ¢ ae ~ To A R, whom these presents may come, | 4 < aahamn. shea: os mad come 
id of > . } on ¢ e ] Y SKIEWIT ne Greetin 
EREAS, It appears to my satisfaction tt z ted ; ; | T RASKI EWITZ, his 1 Wir R I “tio: ia 7 
‘ 4 July executed and attested consent “ ¥ uo W Ss t pyM s to m Sf sfactio 
7 1 authenticated record of the proceed writing t the dl Gaotaeh eh pre cata eee | ANE AR 4 SKIE W.iTZ BE er “ ay HE RI pets rh ¥! i es 2 Poon po se ‘ 
nigel OE the voluntary disso ution thereof r executed by all the setockbulders Tee , : I} g v +} dissolution 
rs he unenuious tome ot of all the stock vereof whict anid ict ynsent and the record!’ ome n ous tock ‘ 4 th 
ae peOMILESE ‘jn my office that f the proceedings aforesaid are aow on file UDINE, RRALGD 6 holders, depos fice th 
} ET MERCHANDISERS, IN¢ jin my sa fice ax provided by law A RUDWINK REALTY CO aes CENTIAL ALITY CO 
on of this State. whose princina TESTIMONY WHEREOF ay 4 (ASK KI. | n of tl ite. whose princi a corporation of this State, whose principal 
SAUER SeN No. 907 Frelir have bereto set my band and af-! BETH | Maple wood. Avenue. | office is s i 301 Main Street 
i es, ark, 4 xed my thet | J lewood, County of | in the (ity Connt of Esse 
: u ‘ #4 THelal sea at 4 renton | > T : in he ity yunty , Sex 
State lot skew: Jorasy (dcohie ¢ ee : } (Jacob S. Rudd : (Jacob Mellinger 
the agent therein and in charge thereof S a s pe } . in charge thereof, ; 
whom process may te eervedy, bas | 4 bs D ieee thousand nine naudred served). has 
fed with the requirements of Title 14 EDW nae nts of Title 14. 
PRs ee ARD J. PATTEN retaddl ‘tthestedan 
cy IE vrations. General, of Revised Statutes Secretary of State. f Revise caper) 
: New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 4 £21.60 ry to the issuiy 
ines ‘thie Certificate of Dissolution. i * “ gt e t Py ieee : 
th xOW FO z : oe ee a aera FE 1e Secretary of xi Ww I I RE EP ‘OR Secretar f 
- ‘ate of Eg org RE. I. the Seeretary of y . A Jersey, Do Hereby j st; f : TER te f Do Il ‘ br 
of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | ST. ATE OF NEW JERSEY fa " a4 Na onthe te of the State 0 Wo ktereby 
tity that the said corporation aid, on the DEPARTMENT OF STATE ia tatcee ; ; ae - ra A AGO tie Cert fy that the said cor Ba 
rth dav of January 1961 r ‘IFICATE OF DISSOLUTION mipencrieey Latte’ ogee “& a 0, file in | Twenty-second day of December. 1960, file in 
fee a duly execnted and attested consent | To ali to whom these vresenta may come t at the H Pik ated and why pr pay consent my office a duly executed and attested consent 
2 writing to the dissolution of said cor- Greeting ; a , disso on yp Pi in writing to the dissolution 
1 ) ‘ stockholders ; . £ the 
executed hy all the stockholders WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction y judg y t and record OE eet 
which said consent and the reeord | 05 ly authenticated record of the proceed th aves A et dere “which said comecut a 
‘the proceedings aforesaid are now on file ngs t ante dissolution thereof I id d by la to ee ee ib ipebbibeer 
ta 27 my said office ae nrovided hy law | by t Z of i si stock WHER EOF. I “ite “IN TES’ TIMONY. if 
of the IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1/ °° : Whey i enn Ia my hand and af- have hereto set my and af- 
of por have hereto set my band and af- pear zie : J wit “al, at Trenton, fixed my Official seal, at Trenton, 
tract fixed mv official aeal, at Trenton ee day of December, this Twenty-second day of December. 
: this Fourth dar . : a. f “tl onsand nine hundred Sea A.D. one thousand nine hundred 
mort Soa A D . one thonaand nine hundred ep 1 and sixty 
. sixtr- + ies r I WARD J. PATTEN : -ATTEN 
deten EDWARD Z PATTEN sharge the ke f ea 00 whom process may be rask Secretary of State ana oe “4 oF grate asst 
CUSIEC wWerecl, ¥ Mary Taras tz if I 5 1¢ $21.6 Id : 5 9 ¢ &¢ 4 
Rerretary of Rtate a Served as ¢ sm plied with the requirements fa x wo . ; $21.60 Jan. 5, 12, 19 $21.60 
- 7. <0 Sol.t itle 14, Corporations, General, of Revised | : 
= - of New Jersey, preliminary to the, 
1 STATE OF NEW JERSEY yf this Certificate of Dissolution. STATE OF NEW JERSEY STAT OF ‘ EY 
aes DEPARTMENT OF STATE THEREFORE. I. the Secretary of wn. ! 1 $33.39 DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF ae 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | —_—_—— unk — |, CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIFICATI “OF Jape i TION 
all te whom these presenta ma come, that the said corporation aid on the STATE OF NEW JERSEY To to whom these presents may come, big rr ae 4 ; a4 
” Greeting : v lwent Pe i f D aber 0. fi r DEPARTMENT ( S pee hor f esents may come, 
. . *HERBA fice a ted ttested consent CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLTTION WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. a 
com = eines %. "at ecetestion. p writing to the dissolution of said cor- To all to whom these presenta * come, | by duls ated record of the proceed ae fo y 
sk ae Droceed- | oration. executed by all the stockholders Greetina gs f¢ ary dissolution thereof cated Fecore 4 
action: Tit the Ba Moog Rae he | thereof | thereof. which said consent and the record WHEREAS. It appears t . tisfaction. | by. the msent of all the stock on pects a 
pselerps hidera 4 ited fe oe po a ie steck- f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 1 Ir anthenticated recor ft roe }- | holders > ited in my _ office that hold Bhp. se offi 
be ~ Gnarear o a] my office that oes }'n my said office as provided by law s yw the voluntary d slit ‘iamuae ATLAS COAL COMPANY a lers. lena! NG LE Ry LTH ¢ 
stoc shia CONSTRUCTION CORE IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 11 by the nnanimous consent of the stock- | a_corporati f this S whose principal rat mance 
‘Tporation of this State. whose principal | have hereto set my hand hnlitacn. sian , > Ae “her fice is 128 Avon Avenue, | 2 corporation of this State = Mseihth 
> 921 Bergen e fixed my official seal. at > 4S . n the County o lated i » eomecee 2 
( , County of Hu | snva fran vad iste , Stata akin Jorouch of ‘ County of Bergen 
te Jersey (Harold acre rl (Sea ty ane thesaenery ae } = . by > +t “o Glave State of New Jersey (Mart n J. Then, 
mite agent “therein and in charge thereof. ; ger errr Ee okey ¢ pon Ww served). has the agent there nd in charge t ereot. 

%o whom process may be served), has EDW -EN F } ~omplied ane hom procs ved). has 

"eo DWARD J. PATTEN complied 9 th the f Title 

erat a Gaal” ot Eee ‘Fae Secretaru of State es noes SP eae “pet issui va ‘ Ge vised istat san 

0 I 1 » 26 £21 66 has | ° ou » the issuing 1 Saeectiaee 

t Now Jersey, preliminary to the issuing - © - aa 4 if thic ankitioe ; ; . . BL mney the issuing 
Certificate of Dissolution STATE OF NEW JERSEY I Statut NOW. THEREFORE the Secretary of : aterm rae 

. ST: y 3 =RSE Tes aa io ; | NOW THEREFORE, s » Secretary of 

Ts QHEREFORE. I. the Secretary of DEPARTMENT OF STATE suing: | State of = ne aataae | Mtate:a State of New Do Hered 

f the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION ; aire Ht NT Cortif the said corporation did, on th 

at the said corporation aid. on the | To all te whom these presents may come 5 ary 0 196 4Peecoattirsl 1b 1 day of December, 1960, file in 

“a day of December. 1960. file in my Greeting : A ated id ied “uted and attested conser 

ee duly executed and attested consent WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, ¥ on the achat dissolution of said cor- 

eb “ee to the dissolution of said cor-| hy dnly authenticated record of the p E m pabege 

tet executed by all the stockholders | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 3 i are nox 

t, which said consent and the record | hy the unanimous consent of all the stock- 1 ¢ ¢ saen ! offi led hy law i 
proceedings aforesaid are now on file holders, deposited in my office that F 5 sebecoea IN TESTIMONY ens REOF 1| in my said office as provided d ae an 
"Ay said office as provided by law. MORRISSEY ASSOCIATES rat ade ars ae hav Take See Maw Taide used ae IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1/4 corporation of this State. whose nrincipal | +. cs atoresa are e Ps Bees offici a eR aL vate have heret et mt nd af 
have hereto set my hand and af-| « ’ , AOS : AEE A SEE thi ¢ ope Trenton. 
16 an Avenue 8 POF T his T wenty-third aa if December, 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton at Gitte Ocuae oe : 1 af.] (Sea 4.D.. one thousand nine hundred December 
a this Thirtieth day of December nate nF. Mor recht reds and sixty. ‘ os (Seal) d nine hundre! 
4.D., one thousand nine hundred ng thascin and’ fi th shat ae EDWARD J. PATTPN ind sixty ie: 
and sixty. hom process as be ( Ser q D ‘ “tab Secretary of State EDN A RD J gh At res 
EDWARD J TTEN, with the requirements aaa ae L.J.—Jan. 5, 12. 19 S4.GO + ya, ee $21.60 
_ Secretary of State. Corporations. General. of Re- rpWw ARD J. PAT -—--—— a — —- icc sa aac 
’ 2. 19, 26 $21.60 taal Ge ices Je oe se LE to Serretary of State mae ~——- a 





f this Cer “ate of Dissolution L.J Fan. 5S. 12. 19 £21.60 4 2. 1961 


Da 
Dutads Deccibeno- 3060 “SOW. THEREFORE. 1.. the Secretary of | = oe ee a KUNTZMAN Dated: 
* te eS cncgecd | state of the State of New Jeraey. Do Hereby | _.. . e ADER on sie ‘Boman! ESTATE OF MARY 
wARA & Sx < ser ES n o e ( 
: m — . 7 eae y Certify that. the sald cornoration did on the F ——o OF ALEXA Pnrsuant ft the order of DAVID HA 


TIEN 1 Pursuant to the 
Rierea ae ee. 6s io th" Wane centr-n i of December. 1960. file WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex. 
mm the application of the e a duly e3 nented and attested consent 


’ this day made on the applicgtion of the] this day made, on the application of the 
utor of said deceased. notice| ‘2 ‘writing to the dissolution of said cor- undersigned, Executors of said deceased. | ndersigned, Executrices of said deceased, 
o the creditors of said | D°ration, executed by ail the stockholders 


notice 1s herehy given to the creditora of | notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
to the subscriber. under thereof, which said consent and the record said deceased to exhibit to the subscribers. | caid deceased. to exhibit to the subscribers, 
. their claims and demands | °f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file ri under oath or affirmation, their claims and | ynder oath or affirmation, their claims and 
estate of said deceased within | 'D my said office as provided by law claims and | demands against the estate of sald deceased | demands against the estate of said deceased 
from this date. or they will be ™ TESTIMONY WHERBOF. 1 


aid deceased | Within six months from this date. or they | ‘hin eit months from this date. or the~ 
red from prosecuting or recovering have bereto set my hand and af- te. or they | Will be forever barred from prosecuting or] will be forever barred from prosecnting or 










ember 19. 1960 
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. me against the subscriber fired wy official acal. at Trenton il] tasases barred Mm nroses recovering the same pel ihe subscribers. | recovering the same against the subscribers 
ITUTION FIDUC IARY ——™ ‘COMPANY this Twenty-ninth day of December. | recovering the same against the subserit EDNA TI. KUN MARGE MILLER 
up OF NEW YO (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred HERMAN RUSSOMANNO HOWARD Ava roe INSTITUTION CONNIE RAYMOND 
" BELL & CAMPBELL, Attorneys and sixty ERNEST P. BIRO. Attorney CAMPBELL & CAMPBELL, Attorneys LOUIS J. MILLER, Attorney 
eet mond-Commerce Bldg. BDWARD J PATTEN 17 Sprincfield Avenne 1] Commerce Street 584 Kearny Avenue 
rk 2.N. J. Secretary of State. rvington 11, N. J Newark 2, N. J. Kearny. N. J 
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23rd ABA iii 
Meeting To Be Held In 
Chicago Feb. 15-21 


Public Defender, Lawyer 
Referral and Legal Aid to 
Be Aired By Bergen Bar 


The next dinner-meeting of the 
Bergen County Bar Association, 
will be held Wednesday, January 
18, 1961 at the Continental Rest- 
aurant, Garden State Plaza, Par- 
amus, at 6:30 P.M. 

A genera) discussion of the re- 
current problems of legal aid, 
lawyers’ referral plan and public 


Plans for holding the American 
Bar Association’s 23rd Midyear 
Meeting in Chicago Feb. 15-21 are 
nearly completed and all indica- 
tions are that next month’s week- 
long conference will be filled with 
important events and happenings. 


Highlighting the sessions will) defender will be held. It is hoped 
be the two-day meeting of the/ that out of this meeting may de- 
House of Delegates Feb. 20-21,| velop a concerted plan for the 


important meetings of the Board) solution of these three problems 
of Governors, the conferences of | within the next year. 
bar presidents and secretaries, — 


and the Fellows of the American Announcement 
Bar Foundation. In all, more than meet 
30 different ABA sections, com- Sanford Silver has moved his 
mittees and affiliate national offices to 1139 East Jersey Street, 
legal organizations will be meet- | Elizabeth. . 
ing. a 2 
cama Howard Savings Assets 
Announcements Total Over $449 Millions 
Conover English has retired The Howard Savings Institution, 
from membership in the firm of Newark, South Orange and North 
McCarter & English but will con- | Cal gens N. J., the largest sav- 
tinue his association with the ings bank in New Jersey, with 
firm as counsel. Arthur L. Nims 290,649 depositors and seven of- 
{II has been admitted to partner-  fices, in its statement of condition, 
ship in the firm. The other part- December 31, 1960, reports total 
ners are Ward J. Herbert, James | assets as $449,823,173.19 and de- 
R. E. Ozias, areca Conover posits of $400,856,102.95, gains of 
English, Meritt Lane, , Verling $7,985,926.19 and $4,677,981.24 re- 
C. Enteman, Woc drutt : English, spectively, over a year ago. The 
Francis E. P. McCarter and Arthur surplus and reserves total $41,- 
C. Hensler, Jr. 919,975.27 


The Cash item is $10,977,600.84 
and securities are: United States 
Bonds, $35,257,180.83; Other Bonds, 


M. Stanley Susskind has become 


yseQriated wit} i ‘ : ro? ‘ial + 

associated with his father, Nathan | gg9 999 491.87; Corporate and Bank 
Susskind, in the general practice Stocks, $13,166,991.05. Mortgage 
of law at 494 Broadway, Bayonne. Loans total $291,262,868.34. 











N E W..n. Approved, Compost All-State 


UNICORP 


Self-Contained 
COMPLETE | stole) Ga ae) 4 ORATE OUTFIT 






including 
FOLD-AWAY 
SEAL* 






























3 DIFFERENT 
OUTFITS 
STARTING AT 


$15.00 








*Optional 
Gold Lettering $1.00 
Printed Minutes $1.00 


New ond clready in demand, the Unicorp completely integrated 
Corporate Outfit Library solves the time and space problem in many 
offices 

Becouse of its compact format, All-State’s Unicorp fills all corporate 
requirements with 60° less bulk—and is produced with the same hig! 
printing and engraving specifications as the standard corporate outht. 


Write or phone for all necessary data. 


On Orders Received by Noon) 


MArket 4-5577 
ALL-STATE  orrice suppty co. 


502 HIGH STREET @ NEWARK 2,N. J. 


Shipped prepcid within 5 hours. 





The names of the Referees are abbreviated 


‘> 


Bankruptcies CLASSIFIED 


ADVERTISING 





In answering any box ads, 













































as follows: L-Lipkin; T-Taliyn; F ee address answers to: 
ER —— Doris, Crown Poin Road, 
Paulsboro; vol.; liab. $26,97§ New Jersey Law Journal 
s2h UU: reir L.T 
M. Lario: 2-30 CLA 
BRANDOLINI, Wh 240 Mulberry St., 
Sam hKornbler a ° a j 
107-111 Spr St Newark 1, N. J. 
1 $79,029.19 | | 
La. ee ‘ A 
KRAEMER. A a EMPLOYMENT OPPORTUNITY 
Kraem i ( I Hac 
kK S12 005.6 et ATTORNEY; EXCELLENT OPPORTUNITY 
Zo L.1 I I Neiw for advancement. Minimum 5 years general 
and trial experience. Give detailed resume 
MIZRAHI 1 t \ : h | and salary requirement. CLA 292. 
Cent Fast s rim ee 
SHO 6. $52,750 fr.| NORTH JE — ¥ FIRM SEEKS KEEN 
I I . W > attorney i experience Excellent 
MOSER, ¢ ’ t Street opportunity ae ptPavin icement and partnership. 
Morr ‘ » $3.837.64 CLA 551. 
s x ', ir. ¢ nite —. - - - 
(G ATTORNEY CELL BNT OPPORTUNITY 
S WS Ach Ave ‘ -neral and trial experi- 
Clift BS). $6 is S ( e and salary re 
S1.065 r. ¢ lless ( 
WW } 1 me -sinciiainladieimacatallsatitaa 
PAT AMY N : k/a Gilbert TO HANDLE COLLECTIONS 
lallama M \ Mt. Bethe Baavt - work . 
g , $14,172.05: assets 1 li flice 
c6.4 r.é4 Mex I alary des ( LA 
HARRY K s Hf Field Ave..| NEWARK FIRM ENGAG 
s me AG r 1 » a wi ‘ee a 4 Ave “a 
nt i and corporate matters 
ee I Submit detailed” resume 














FOR RENT 


“AW YER'S SUITE 
CLA 564 








E FOR RENT IN AIR OONDITIONED 
e 701, 10 Co r 
MArk 


erce 





4- -6080 








USED 





FOR SALE 


Dl¢ TATING 
ar. Call Mr 


STENOR BITE MAC H 
Garretso 






57 WITH '60 














ET OF N.J 

by phone aft 
Z oor: LE TE SET CORPUS 
‘om Law and Equity 
w Reports. Com- 
om te Atlantic 

m = Pooks crag 

ynditior 

eek at bh Rad 








WILL 





INFORMATION Ww ANTED 





Prorlg’ marie Y WHO DREW THE 
nd Testament of Louis Gonzale 
aiinndes 4 West New York, 


THE 


Last Will 







inieate immediate}; 
Esa. 1143 East 


y 







































Hudson Monthly Call ATTORNEY PERMANENT SAL ARIED eth, N. J. EL 2-4142 
— 7 t r if General practice. ~ 
. ‘ P err AS TO THE 
és a - am Johnson and Hilda 
I ( SSEX COT Y PRACTIT oO! of 500 North 9th St 
AN Ah Y t ‘ att y t “as nue . y 
‘ x Xperience il ! Park e 
: ss “ 1 t work vith por y 
re M Cos C4 42 s ; “a , s a e 
i ‘ y. OCHSL ON 1219 \ OFFICE SPACE WANTED 
Sh 2 Cg2n4. Cais, (C-422 VOTIN ERGEN COUNTY LAW. FIRM | DESK SPACE WANTPD  STENOGRAPHI 
2M #2 i238 $244 lus ! t ttorney ryice ay Br 1& Market st 
on ‘ ‘ ro C4265 \\ ( 8 x New K - ‘ 562 
st s ‘ a” t ("4 “2 ‘ \ Nias : 
B C452 $18 (C459, C-467 : SERVICES FOR LAWYERS 
C-402 ‘ C472. €C-474 q%*~] 2? \ ~ GATTO — 
aa (-tS60 C-42 bout C-flse2 1 ™ c MT ATIONS point furnished | 
st C424 2 ‘2 C+ M g or excerpting } 
‘ C52 C33 \W CLERK nd Rd., 8A 
‘ } ( ‘ Paes Orange, N. J 
H ' ‘ ( “= ORauge 6-0122 
So GuaO. CT cays Sf AW OR ATTORN WITH LI) = 
Shar ares a t a Gem linen GENEALOGY: HEIRS AND ABSENT DE. 
, ie ( big ( fivws Se z «ated: affidavit of inquiry sup 
—s - pee, thes 8 Sta ‘ fees. Excellent references. Fred 
1. U-64 C-O+4 b 708 4 ¢ CLA ¥ 243 Greylock Parkway, Belle 
“ etl de ' = ' Tel. PLymouth 9-4169. 
’ ('-4 ‘ *-4344 C4346 CLERI FOR BUS MI DOWN LAW OF as 
AS areca apes wi : sie te ne ene. eee DOCUMENT EXPERT 
‘ ( ‘ ) Gud 4 . } : i fled examiner; expert testimony 
; & : . Iner, 35- 30 Slst § 
x S7. 4 ' . N-Y.C. IL! nots &-6178 


EMPLOYMENT WwW ANTED 











ae EXAMINEE 















































‘ 
‘ ‘ hb, ‘ +. | ATTORN 2 YEARS GE AND Howard Harius 
rt rY heavy experience seeks position with 38. N.Y. BaArclay 
‘ ‘ C:-34 C-7 ‘ s re 546 N.J. HU 3-2014 
” i i <ciicha . ey \l ITLE SEARC HERS Av AI ABL E TO MAKE 
ig Ne iain ete ' se t in Union, Essex Mo rris Midd 
< » : ta a ! 1 Somerset u 
i oe ‘37 ( Oo 4 S Abstract Co.. 435 West bt 
te» ‘ e 138 ‘ ( CH. 50488 
' ' ¢ ‘ 0 ‘ ‘ 
(-4414 4 ’ ( C44 menses 
Con ‘ C4408 t41¢ ATTORNEY, 27 EARS TITLE, MORT TALIAN I 
C-4417 ‘ ‘ 142 (1.4404. ©4497 cag ind ge r. Yperience seeks posi- sexai ma 
(*-44 7. $46 i : 
+S ‘ ‘ tie ‘ ea (447 
(447 6 e4aas ‘ iS $487 
‘ sau us ‘ 14s 44 
‘ Poa 
LEGAL NOTICES 








STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
























































































Pa whom these presents may come. Ww ANTED TO PURCHASE 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. \ VPPORNEY 40 UMPENSA \ | ——_—__—_—— ——_—_—__—_—— 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed wis sir sit SSM PURC HL ASI 
Inge for the voluntary dissolution thereof \ >] mortg 
by the unanimous consent of all the etock- fee p 
holders, deposited {n my office that VEPORN “ ARS Al s ted M 
aoe COHN, INC s x € “ee 
i it this State, whose pal | Seeks ass sins t enone — — 
fli Ss sit No. 20 1irw ve . s t s 
Pow eville nty of Essex : & Ay Pe 
Sti Jerses ra} Write CLA National Newark Bldg. 
being the ageni therein and In raves thereof 
pon whom process may be served). has' 
Recruit etek ‘the Tequirements of Title 14 LEGAL NOTICE 744 BROAD ST. 
Corporatio General. of Revised Statutes : ° ° 
of Now Naneer: Soiinaey to the fiesuing bat Ianuar » 1961 Choice Suites Available 
of this Certificate of Dissolution STA y SAMT ™ Le 
NOW, THEREFORE. I. the Secretary of 1s HELMSLEY-SPEAR, INC. AGENT 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby { DAVID BH 
Ce ‘erties that the ald corn yration iat on the ‘ounty of Essex MI 3-6822 
l 19 cation of the 
my office a duly execu ‘ted and attested consent f sa id deceased. § - wae 
n writing to the dissolution of said cor to t creditora of 
poration, executed by all the stockholders subscriber, 
thereof, which said consent and the _record r laims and CREDIT REPORTS: 
‘f the proceedings aforesaid are now on file ssid deceased ° 
id office ae provided by law date re tb 
my SIN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. 1 ccamaeaus NEW JERSEY BUREAUS 
h heret t hand rair bseribers r 
ah ae i Mg the, same acainet the eubs WILLIAM C. FAY, General Manage 
this Thirtieth day of : . ODALAN MAIL: Box 643, Newark 1, N. J. 
Sea pry ey thousand nine ‘hundred \ \ OR & .X <4 PHONE: MUrdock 8-5444 
EDWARD J. PATTEN New N WIRE: Union, N. J. 
Secretary of State J - - - 
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